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Inroduce/Review ~ EPA/OMB/SBA  Issue Paper on Fom A 110

i et
Commets on Opions
Public Comment
PROCEEDINGS [840
MR. FEES: Good  moming. I woud lke to dsat this

momng by gong aoud te fable and dong  introductions. I
udesiand that tee ae  soverd peope ta ae  Stng N
for  commitee  members. When you inroduce  yoursehes, if  you
coud eqan what company or ftade associaion that you @ be
ong © ad who you ae representing.

We wil aso go aound the peiphey of the rom and
fid ot who & hee

Why dont we Sat dowmn a te end wih Tom.

MR.  NATAN: Tom Natan from  Natonal  Environmental
Trust.

MR.  STEIDEL: Bob Steidel fom  Hopewel Regona
Wastewater Fadity and ako representing AMSA

MR. JACOBS: David Jacabs, Northwestem Plating

Woks, hee on behaf of the Nationd Assocaion of Meid
Finishers.

MR. GARNER: Bob Gamer. I am wih CHEMCENTRAL,
representing the National Assodition of Chemical Distriou-
tors.

DR. BORDACS: Krisztina Bordacs with SmithKline
Beecham.

MS.  CAIN: Lyoen Can from the Massachusetts Depart-
ment of Environmental Protection.
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MR. CHELEN: I am John Chelen from Unison Instiute.

MS. HAZEN: Susan Hazen fom EPA the Toxics Release
Inventory Program.
MR.  FEES: David Fees fom the Delaware Department

of Natural Resources, Environmental Control and the TRI CoOor-
dinator.
MS. DOA: Maia Doa, EPA, TRl Program.

MS. PRICE Michele Price fom EPAs TRl Program.

MS. SUBRA: Wima Subra, Louisiana Environmental
Acion Network.

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Sam  Chamberlain,  Pioneer = Compa-
nies, representing the Chemical Manufacturers Association.

MR.  BROMLEY: Corey Bromley, Cypus Amax Minerals
Compary, representing the National Mining Association.

MR. ECK Michael Eck, US. Amy Envionmental Cen
ter.

MR.  STONE Jon Stne, Dela Resns &  Refractories,
representing the American Foundrymens Society.

MS. FERGUSON: | am Suse Ferguson from the State of
Texas, Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission.

MS. BROWN: Linda Brown, Louisiana Department  of
Ervionmental Qualty.

MS. MAYER: Aice  Mayer.

[Futher inroductions off microphone]

MR.  FEES Thanks.

Net, we ae goig O g owr te agenda for the

ned two das. You probaby hae a ooy o tat Michele is
gong to go though that | hae added one change, adualy
sot o oe soenng o  deeion

So, Michele, woud you

MS. PRICE Okay. Bascaly we ae gong tO Qo
ft Mo an updae on whee we ae in te TR Pubic Daa
Release. Then we Wl a 915 g b f we ke ta g
discusson of the summary ideas on the Fom R presented by the
for goups a te bt meeing. Thet s Daws aduson B a
shortening. He tnks tat oy wl w@ke a&ou 15 20 mn

So, ten we wl pobeby gt gt o te ban
somng on buden redudion ideas ad Fenm Rl owil  knd of
gre ws an ida o hw we ae gnhg © g touh tha

We wil have a break somewhere duing that brain
stoming  sesson, probably a 1015 and ten go t lunch a
1200 and dependng on how we do with the branstoming in the
momng wih te addional tme ta we wl hag we wl
ether - a lunchh, we wil dedde - eiher a besk o
lunch, ether when we come back a 100, go on wit bran
stomng o go ahead and st of with the EPAOMB/SBA issue
paper on Fom A

Then we wil spend the aftemoon fom 130 t© 230
foousng on tat pat of te issue peper tat - te fidt
part on opiors, which dont modify currert elghity ad
then a 230 tke a break ocome bak aftr that back and a
245 we wl oonue with the issues paper and focus on  the
opions, whch do modfy te ocuent eigbiy for te Fom
A.

A 430, we wl go to te pubic comment period.
A tis portt we hae adeady for speskes sgned up  duing



that pubic comment period. So, we wl hae d o ta tme
taken up fom 430 to 500

On Thusday, we W sat of a 830 and ouine
knd o whee we ae gong for the moming. At tis port, we
bdieve it wWl sat a 845 wh ocnmivng te buden e
ducion  discussion. What we wat o do s ®Bke - we wat ©
take te idas we gt ot of the banstoming sesson today
ad sed a ke hi o e t eeing te EBEPA fiks
looking a those ideas and tying to  put  together some  feed
back for you al for tomomow on some of tose ideas, whether
o not some o tem ae gy feasbe;, you know, just gwe
you a sense o EPAs vew on some o those ideas tat come  out
of that sesson and ten wok wth you al on goung the
brainstoming ideas ad te Fom A opions for  discusson.

Then we wl do futher daiicaion o idess ad
discussion by commitee  members. Ad if we cn we wl do
some mulivoing to  identfy for EPA the ideas tat te ocom
mitee  beleves we shoud pusue moe  tan  others.

We wl tke lunch We wil wap u te buden re
duion dscusson  ater tet, ke a besk ad ten we wl
spend an  hour taking about te commiee repot tat you al
wl be wokihg on Dae Fees Wl lead ta dsousson  ad
then ater the ocommiee repot peiod of fme, we wl  do
brainstoming  for  suggesons, for ssu.es to cover a  te  June

We hae hd a bt of bsues ta we waled D ds
ass wih you al and we hae gone trough a bt of tose ad
we wated to fnd ou if thee ae tings you tougt we s
needed to ocover and ty and ocover those a the June meeting.

Then we wl wap u a 345 tomomow and figure out
or net seps for the June  meeting.

Ad tat s about it on the agenda Does anybody
have amything tey feel ke we need o add o - Sam?

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: I woud Ilke to put on the agenda
a dscusson about changng the meetng date for  June. | have
gt some oofics ad it s aso te hoiday weekend, but a
some pont in tme, | woud ke for us mabe 0 hae a da
bgee and see f we mght be ade o find ancher dae in

MS. PRICE Okay.

MR FEES We cn Bk ahout t | ik emy tme
we ned t aways cotnue to pol te whoe goup.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | noice a ot of peope ae miss
ing tis moming. | dont khow, do you aricpae moe being
here tomomow o do you hae any idea, Michele?

MS. PRCE Lets  see | kow Ken Gesr wont be
here and sent in  witen comments, which | was gong to pass
out | know tat Joan Fassnger wont be here

MR FEES: s Pal o Caoyn gog © be hee?
MS. PRICE Paul and Caoyn - nobody has td me
woudnt be here. So, tey ae suyposed t© be hee Do
know  anytng, Tom?
MR.  NATAN: Paul shoud be here. Cadyn s haing
cae probens. So, | dont know. | magne she wl be
| just dont know when
MS. PRCE lels e A B & | koy H
Skemols and Grant Smith ae supposed t© be here Mike
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Spinker s supposed to be  here. So, | mean, te ony peope
tet | kow ae ndt gog © be hee ae Joan ad Ken ad ten
Andy Comai was a questionable. He caled me last nigt fom a
pay phone and was having a dscussion with his boss as
wheher o nt he o mede t S, F we s hm we se

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | guess te pont is that maybe
tomomow might be a  better day to dscuss that

MR FEES Wih 16 o 24 peope hee, tat s how
many | oounted, yes, it woud be tugh to do tat

MS. PRICE Yes. Make we @n tk daat t a
ile bt ke tdy ff moe peopge showv w W Bke &n
mnues and @k about it ater one of te breaks o somehing
or discuss t  tomomow moming.

MR. FEES Yes. Cetainly, amnone who fees as
though thee s a oofic fom last meeing o now for the
Joe meeing st Bk t Mchele aout &t and we can  sat
seeing what te oout is, sot of ke what we dd for te May

meetng, which is te last - which s te meeing dae that
we have te least number of peope ta cant make it
Susie.

MS. FERGUSON: Coud we ask on the agenda a discus
son o te saus of minues? n fad, we hae nat seen
those witten materias receny and | dont  know  where  we
are.

Ms  PRCE Oy Il an b tat row W @ He a
few minues on that now.

MR FEES lefs do &t now

MS. PRICE The September minues you al have The

December minutes ae compete, but | didnit have a chance to
get tem «coped and get them owver here yesterday. The January
minutes and March minues | can ty and compete in the next

week o two ad gt ad tree ot © yu ad then we W hae
O wat on tese minues, oooudy, but | shoud be abe
gt ad tree sts o mhues © yu a h te et two
weeks.

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Of the minutes, what | understand
based on your request for comments on the minutes, that tech-
nicaly Spealdng, I think, the September minuies are final.

The December minutes shoud be fna and the January -

MS. PRICE: The January minutes | had asked for com
ments on and receved comments fom  seweral people, which
dgi hae t© be incopoaed ad -

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: So, that woud be a daft?
MS. PRICE Wd, t has adeady been a dat once
I men | wod ke ©O fde t F a d pssbe u |

geess | ooud sed t ot ad gwe peogpe a wek O gwe ay
final comments.

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: | tink it woud be nce i we
ooud see what te ol packege looks ke  wih  evaryones
comments in it maye a a fnal dat and ten any maor
changes and then get that back to you as soon as possble
without draggng it on.

MS. PRICE We can send the Januaty minutes agan, |
mean, with the comments that have been incomporated and give
peope ke a week to ocomment and then finaize them.

Then te Mach minues sl have t be sent out as



a det

MR,  CHAMBERLAN: Right Okay. Thanks. Thet & a
good idea.

MR. FEES: The next item - any oter questons,
comments, on the agenda? Okay.

The net iem | thik Maia s gong © ®Be w ad
thet s te 196 TR PDR

Agenda  liem: Updale on 1996 TRl Pubic Daa Release

MS. DOA Ths s a fdowmyp t© a memoandum that |
sent ot t ewenody about the data  release. There have been
a number of dscussons on ways to  impove the  information.
There were some  suggestons tat we were abe to  incomorate
ke providing some production informeation S0 that people
ooud - tat woud be in tis yea's daa release

The oher thng that we dd for a few rasos wes ©
change te presetaion from te previous year and we lad  out
eenvhing ta met te denion o fHees d 0 st o

n e t poides a b moe dedl These  werent
gouped the way they were in previous yeas because we broke
dowwn undergound  infecions  into  about 55  wels. We broke

doan te bdis o subtes.

When you guys had taked about releases, there was
no consensus on how do those releases - what to cal them,
you kow, indredt, dredt So, wha woud be n for sug
whet woud be aut for sue So, thee wes M way or v D
take at that tme any oonsensus on how t goup them and apply
that.

The oher ting was wih the breakout in  the under
gound inecion and te RCRA Sudie C, ad te oher land
fls, tee wesit an oowious beakout tet foned fom  te

previous yeas because | tinkk some peogpe fed f you  indude
Coss 5 wik peoge fed tat s bescaly a dch deepr
te same goung as Cass 1 wes, bt i yu indude Cass

5 but edude RPRA Shie C lbndls woud you hae

There were a number of issues. So, the most usua
way © hande t wes © kb eeyhng ou Now, | tik
the goup can come up wth some oconsensus on how to goup the
reases, ten ta & oy somehing tat o we w0 oseb
oy ok a for net yea's daia reease

So, | tink a number of peope wated tis on the
agenda. Ae there any  questons?

MS. SUBRA Ae yu gihg o do te rakhgs o ae

MS. DOA ﬂqeleareomainrarkrgsfors!amm

ae in
of ste rdeases and tee s a sepaae rank based on o
sie

rekeses only.
There s - but in te daa reease tee ae no
rankings, ke fadliies aooss the county -
MS.  SUBRA: Counties?

MS. DOA Nt n te bodks
MS SUBRA Ae yu gig b b ta as pat o te

MS. DOA t 58 m@ - w a d wokig on ta
t s somehing we can oefany ook &  yes
MS. SUBRA: And  when?



MS. DOA: Oh, sometime after June 15, but we dont
hae a dae vt for sue

MS. FERGUSON: | have some concems not so much wih
the choces tat wee made in tems of the pubic daa I can
understand - | may have some different concems about what
your choces were I am a lte oconcemed about the interac

ton of te fads goup o EPA when we ae dscussng issues.

f you hae made dedsions and we coud hear fom you why you
ae making the choces you ae making in tems of  information

representation.

We gend a ot of tme on issues, dont hae fra
minues, dont havwe finall documents and, e, tose ae  te
sessions that are characterized as consensus/inon-consensus. I
have heard more conceptual agreement on some issues than  per-

haps EPA cdaadeized n  te  infomaton  presentation. So, |
an een quesionng what s te vaue o ts a EPA ftis
s te smoke and mnos just o hae a foum SO you can sy
tat you had a foum for stkehoders, | have more  important

thngs t be dong with my tme

foyu ready wet ot we ougt D be iakg
about it That doesnt take away EPAs gt as a reguaoy
apy O s, M we ae h a bk W ae gog b d x
y, Z Tt B day. Bb t sams D me ta we dod hae
been having those dialogues, particiarly in the lst meeting
when we knew you had made these decisions and you alowed us
the tme t dsauss on te finggs o ta on pubic daa

| guess | am pesonaly a lile dsmayed and disen
chanted with the rocess.

MS. DOA Wel, | an sony that we povwded you wih
that  impression. We pumposely, because of what te goup was
dong, ddnt goup te rEeases, you know, N a sepaae way,
based on what we thought woud be appropiate as an  interim
step because we wanted - it s vey impotant with a group
baanced the way you are tat when you goup releases and that
when you prety much agree, that is somehing that we can Qo
fowad wih and use

Bt to go fowad wih somethng that has come out
o the goup whee - mayjpe | am te oy one that ddnt hear
any agreement, but | was not heaing agreement on even what o
cal it | tougt tat that woud have been pemaue ad
thet s wy ts wy sot o dsagt by te bok kyout wes
provided as an interim.

MS. FERGUSON: I guess | can understand continuing
n the way you hae utl yu feed you have inpit o make
change, but | tnk you made change in te midde of geting
nput ad that s of concem and, yet we ae saing - ad we
ddnt make a lot of change because we ddnt have it charac
ferized n thet insance.

| ges f ywu hae O nmde dedsos A B C on te
data rdease to een jut say we ae makng these dedsions a
e bt dieet ten bt yer, we wat © be neud o
ts patclr aea ad we trk ths & a neud aea D
discuss. Ths s how we ae gng t put it togeher for ths
peror iekeese.

We ol wat your dadogue o - | mean, it wes
eaed O te topc ta we wee gong twouwgh in a ot o
detal and we coud have gven an immedate feedback t you on



what yor patcdar pons wee duing te st meeing in
particular.

You ooud een hae tat a the end of the meeting
tme f you wated o go fee ren on the daogue But that
dscusson to me  woud have been red petnent and  important
| dont koow, agan, what te ue o a sakehdder gowp s
you dont bounce ideas ke tha of of us in tems o what
wouid be important ) different siakeholders.

MR,  STEIDEL: | apprecdated geing your leter on -
- shoty afer tat on Apil 28h we dd our  communiy
preparaion and response and repoting of te TRl daa for  owr
communiy. | dd go ahead and present ths table and, again,
t st sows ofse reases as tandes oke b ds
posal in  pounds. Ad, once agan, N owr presenaion o our
communty, which was done boh to the dy oouncdl and was
composte TRl repoing for Hopewel was for the 60 o 50 per
cent ks tan what we adudy repoted f you use net b the
environment.

Ad, agan, ts yea, a ket te tbe we see
here  doesnt provide any  information. Maype the PDR has in
fomaion n it txdwse ta woud e@an what  tanser i
the emnvionment s and what some of ths remova s, but we
made this presentation and the Hopewel Commitee Industrial
Panel wanted me to come back and relate that they were disap-
ponted that tey were not abe fto, agan, show what destuc
ion happens for some TRl chemicals in te communty and also
our poicy makers wanted me t  agan exan tat tey are
hopng tat tey can tke advantage o what tey thnk s an
asset o te communty of having a waste water pant tat re
moves t

MS DOA Rgt Oay. Te & gog ©O te -

MR,  STEDEL Right

MR. SKERNOLIS: | want to second what Suse sad
about a ooncem wih how ts was handed. As, | think
that this group shoud have been made aware of the changes
that you were proposng O make in the midst of ou discus
sion. I tnk, for exampe, one o te changes you dd make
o oe o te eemens of te PDR tat wes made woud hawe
been very, wvay impotant to te dscusson and  debate about
how characierize reases,  which 5 bringing in oftsie
tanses and ocouting the receMing Sae as  ranking the
Skates based on releases for oftste transfers.

When  you bing commedad wese @ fadites o te
scheme in the 1998 repot you ae gohg O cotnue to ds
tot agan your rekease  numbes  because of  that  decision
Yet, we wee never ae B Bk dout tat n  tis  disousson
in taking about how 1t defne rdease under Fom R because we
dioht have thet information.

| tink tat & an impotant eement of te dsous
sion, which is proper presentation and represeniation of this
informaion to  the  pubic. So, you may havwe  nommanufacturing
sgaes o ow el manuading  saes  wih vey  lie oo
td oer pouion pewenion pogans o  the ke, but whidh
happen to contain commercial waste management faciliies are
suddenly gong to find themseMes moving up the ranking and
having states with lage numbers of - wih lage voumes of



rdeases and a poluion peveion - but aound a  polu
ton  prevention pogam @ ovwer which  tey hawe  zero oot
Ad | tink tat simply pepetuates one of the reasons  why
tis goup was asked t ok a te rdease issue, which s a
coninuing fov  of msifomaion © te  pubic  about  polr
fon peenion ax the ifomaion dspayed n the TR po-
gram.

The second thng | am concemed about is what you
st saed now ks ta EPA feeds t cat ad uless tee b
CoNsensLs. We, | ddnit koow | had a wio ower EPA ading
hee, stng a te end o te e Bu tose wee the
wods you sad Maia, and tat was absoute news to me sk
meeings ino ths.

MS. DOA | am sony. | ddnt mean t© communicate
that. The release issue has been something that has been vey
conenious and  just isenng o what has been tked  abou
epecay N the infd meeings o tis ocommitee has  been
very  contentious. I ut trk f we ae gig © @©ke a Ik
a goupng te reeases, and espedaly shce we hae  moe
information on the underground inection and the landil
breskout, f we ae gig ®© gop & it s much moe hepl
gong foward with sometng  we hawe a balanced commitee
gvng us a recommendaion and we can wok on that

I mean, | just tink so becausse you hae the - hee
we have te opnons of peope who represent  diferent con
stitendes. Ad | tik - trough te yeas ta | hae
been wth te pogam, | hae ocetany head such dspaae
thngs about releases and what tey ae and peope ook at
them Sol cifierery.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | undesand but | just dont think
the noion of absoute oconsensus has t be brougt in o EPA
making rational dedsons about how 0 go foward t  seems

o me one o te tings ts FACA i dong s aso presentng
to you probems and issues, which maybe you hae to resohve
and propose solutions to.

| dont wat to put wods in  peopes mouths,  but,
you know, there are peope in tis room who hae sad | dont
have a pobem wth te ida of dstinguishing. I am nmt sue
eady wat te caieia woud be for deigushng te o
Some o tose distinguishing agiia gt o demes of

ssles h  ay dedve  way.

We ae nt a body of legd techndans o RICRA
technicians who can advise you about how to make those kinds
o dehios

MS. DOA I mean, | tik we hae te epatie ad
| ood & down ad sy | wod pt 8 h ad e ou |

ust tinkk that tere s so much added vaue on an issue ke
how do you present release informaton tat can  be provided by
this  commitee. We ddnt wat to ke - to st tee and

dedde on te ineim t© lkave ot RCRA Sudile C fom  the

goup wth Cass 1 o goup whout Cass 1, te oher one

t was such a - it i suh a ooenious issue

MS.  PRCE | e D ad tda | am e 1 | we
had made some decisions and made some different changes, we
woud be heaing just as much ciidsm of what we had done



I mean, fakdy, we ae read ineesed i seeng what kind o

repot you ad ocome up wh D wus on tese sues | dont
thnk that we eqected to be some unanimous  consensus  report
| tnk we epeted 0 eqress some maoity and  minority
views on these issues and | thnk having those domm in a com
miee mpot © EPA Wl be rd hdpfl D s

MR, SKERNOLS: I am not qiiddang your  dedson

| am cqiicang te fad tha we ddt hae wha your dec
son was and we weent adlowed t debate the wisdom of that
isi our dscusson  about  releases. Whether  we
not s a secondary issue
ust dstessed tat we weent een tod tat
you were gong to be makhg PDR changes about how you were
gong ®© bhig rmease deinfons b te PDR ad we  ddnt
een  koow about it

MS.  FERGUSON: After folowing your gound rdes  of
not changng te reguatory and such  things, the  commitee has
been very  good about  following EPAs coneerms, understand that
that has oaut of any daogue tat you woud hae head as
well.

MS. DOA We | an - | godogze | st dont
kov ta we wee in a posion o shae ts wih you in
March, I mean, we hae addional constaints.

Susan, you wanted to add -
MS. HAZEN: Yes. Jut b add a ooupe o comments.

I tirk te pos yu ae r@Eg ae vy  legimae Fom

EPAs perspecive in  March when we were thinking about  making
changes and no fnal dedsons had been made, it woud hae
been dfick © shae tat Tht & nmt © sy we shoudnt

hae o we soddt hae foud a way © do & t woud hae

been edemgy dificLk

As | was lookng a the changes that were being sug
gested, pehaps | ddit ook a t  coredy becasse what |
looked a ad what | fray apowed © g fowad t ohers
in te agency was not a change from my perspecive in  the
sense that we were chaging los of ways of adding things up
and gouping things.

From my perspecive, what we were tying to do was
o ady ky ot te daa just daa eement by dam eement
by daa eement wth as few goupngs as possbe to get away
fom a o te ooncems and issues peope ae  rasng  about,

well f you ad tese tw together and those o together.
Fom my pespedtive, it was jut an ubesed vl amay of
each and ewy daa eement in te fom.

| se yu puot wd | tik n te fiue t &
woth  thnking about  changes. | pesody wil make it my

responsbity g0 t foks ad sy we wat o shae ts

with the NACEPT ocommitee and just tty and get appovd to do
that because | tnk te pont you ae makng about | dont
want to come to these meelings tme aftr tme aftr tme f
my input it vauabe, f my inpuit st gohg D make a
dference, ten why | an gig © s a ts &be

tk 5 a wy v ocoen k B m ae ta |
wat ts gop © hae because aqie fakdy, tis s one of
the maor goups tat | use o get feedback on where we ae
gong. What | woud ke D sugget ad | hae mo idea f

s i gog © tow a te sheddes for d te meeings



of bu what | woud ke © sugget s tat once te daa
has been reeased, that we spend a last one ful  moming
with the actual data release, the numbers, the presentations
up in fot of us, gong tough tem and esabishng the
majoity and minoity opnions on  what shoud be done wih the
adld data tee N fot o us ©O wok wih
| dont eect oonsensus fom  this  group. | hawe
never expected consensus from ths goup fom the it day we
These aent te kinds of issues we ae gong © hae

| have been acudly quit peased wth - for some
issues how we seem © realy have maoity opnions and that
hes  been vey  hepll

So, | woud sugget tat a the nedx meeing f we
gt the daa reease ealy enough in June, tat we do tat and
looking a acual numbes and acua tAbles, we ke away from
ths goup the recommendaions for next year and repot  back
o yu wat we bdee we can ad canat do based on te ds
cussions.

MR~ FEES My oy quesion, Suse, B N spedics
the ofste reases were joned wth the onste rmeases n
ems o dong rakings for fadiies o te cdemcads on  te
see  fad  shees t s tee ta ta spedic Eem tat -

-l gues | an mt dear on wy tad wes doe becase tat B
the ting that | saw tha was dferent fom te pevous year
where the onste rdeases were land and  ten  induding  the
underground  inection. They wee te two tadiond re
leases.

Now, puing on tis ofsie  dgposds, which  ae
reeases in 81, you ocombned many, and what was the rational
o tet?

MS. DOA We were just not disngushng among re-

leases. | mean, that was the basc raionae, so we wee -
for the fadiless ad for te cdemcds, we wee Ut -

MR, FEES. Since offse  dsposas  ae  consdered
releases -

MS. DOA Rightt because offste disposal is  unde-
gourd inecion, landii, lnd treaiment appication, fam-
ge! St B -

MR,  FEES So, tey ae uder te deinion o ‘re
leases.”

MS. DOA Right. They ae land rdeases prety much
ad underground iniecion.

MR,  CHAMBERLAN: Just a daiying question. That
was al ued in te rmnkngs for te sae fad  shees?

MS. DOA For te sae fadt sheets there were -
the rarking was on ad on site - te dsae wes raked by -
ad ta & te denion o ‘Beas” - bt N addion we
added a separate lne tat just ranked based on  onste re

PARTICIPANT: By te sae nmt by fadies

MS. DOA By te sae ad ten for te fadiy
tee wee te on ad ofste - the reeases ta te fadk
ty esseady generated whether it was handed on s o

sent of se © be handed
MR. BROMLEY: | guess for fear of being redundant
bu | wold 8 & soon sy t aggn B ta f oyou gws -



whether we hae a qube wh te dedson o not s ik
evant per se, bu f you gus hae those ideas of gong for
wad wih tat tpe of canges, tat we want O be dle b a
least hae  them

You dont have to present them as something neces
saly - f tere i some oonfideniadl reason  you want O
keep them as a dedson adready made o whatever, but at least
pit them out on the table and hear some input fom them saying
that tese ae tings that ae open for dscusson and  that
ae thinkhg of going, whether you have o hae not made a
decison, a leat we woud apprecate  some  inpit  and  discus
sons becase | dont reay recdl that dscusson ever  oc
auning on those spediic issues.

We maybe touched around the edges and what not on
our ather discussions but not  spedicaly on those issues.

MS. DOA Okay. Port taken.

MR.  FEES: Any other questons or comments regarding
the upcoming PDR? Okay.

Agenda ltem: Discusson of Summary of Ideas on Fom
R Redesgn Presented by Four Goups a Mach TDR  Meeling

lets move on to the ned iem on the agenda, which
is te dscusson of summary of ideas on Fom R redesign. I
gt up with te four goups because | was the key peson for
Goup 2 and | have begun to massage the iems together, but |
haent yt fshed w a dat on ta So, hescaly |
dont hae ready awhing © g o on ta

| an a e kay o sidg aead O far wh
that pocess ul we define what or end podud s gong D
be because puling together the four group recommendations,
some tngs were  simiar A ot o tngs wee diferent We
need © do al tat wok and te end thought tat we report
doest w2 t h ay way. S | ik | o wat D be da as
D wa or ed podd 5 gog © he Ten | @ ge ywu a
better idea of how we want to poceed with compiing those
recommendations.

We wil be dswussng the  commitee  repot tomomow
atemoon snce | woud ke t readdess how we go fowad
wih the  recommendations. | guess | am a e gun shy on
compiing the  recommendatons after we had done the  character-
gaion o TRl daa By te way, | hae updaed tat wth te
tem ta Pal axd Sam had woked on and had gven me on tha
Issue 1, tem 4, tat made s change there

Mk a few o dags b ta S, | hae a nrew
draft | have a had ooy wih me today, an eedonic fie
wih me today, bt | wl ema ta ot © yu shoty But
| ddnt make al the changes on that insomuch as there were
some iems tat | dont think represeted - it was one o two
peope's views on it I am afad makng changes, incomporak
ing tose few ocomments may go aganst te gan of fve o sk
peope. So, yu wl noice tat | ddnt make ay changes
that.

So, | trk tet s whee boh o tose iEems s
and we can hing that up for futher dscusson when we get to
the commitee repot, unless anyone has, you know, ideas, com
ments now as t how we ocoud proceed with that

MS. FERGUSON: Davd, | tnk you had a had oopy of
each o te goups recommendaions a tis pont in e



Coud we just shae those?
MR. FEES: You mean just reading them off?

MS. FERGUSON: Yes. Distibute  the  complaon  as
Separate  groups. Maype tat woud be  hepfu in  advance of
our discussion tomonmow.

MR. FEES: What | dd | had asked Michele, who had
put the daft minues of te Mach meetng together, O get ©
me what &t was ta EPA had domm in wing on wth te four
goyps ad tat s wha | hae hee | hae aduay dpped
fom her dat, dpped the four goup - ad not oy ae
there bulet items, you kow, we recommend this, this, tis
and this. Then there was aso some comments folowing it and
| hae d o ta hee

Il meen | @n dee ta wh yu row I 58 a 1
much.

MS. FERGUSON: Coud we have copes made and dis
thue  this? I mean, raher than ke the megng ftme |
mean tat may be -

te noes tat you had and what you
r group's  recommendations? And  ew
me Wy for Gowp 1 I wes Gowp
Jen for Gop 4 Beyore gat  back
sot what we c - | pesened
thet ke | said | dpped

yes, evenythng is here because there s een - ewen
aer each o te for goups, Mchele had oganzed the
notes to have overal comments where we went back to each of
the four goups and asked, okay, now, ae there any obections
or any obectons to why ths cant be a commitee recommenda-

draft
ke
the Group 1 poton and sad, you know, what do you thnk of
recal

So, she went through each of the four goups and
some she has ke no doedios. Ohes, the fadily idea
gpes D oy a fw fdis ad tngs ke ta So,
thee were some other comments. So, that is gong to hae to
be kd o med b padagg d tee w | st dd
muster te enegy to do that

f t s oa wh yu - tese fom te dat mn
ues that -

MS. PRICE Yes. We dont hae a pobem wih tat
We <can get them copied.

MR FEES Thet | dpped & popely.

MS.  PRCE Il an ke yw dd a fe fh F oy
wat © gvwe it b me we can ke cae o getng t ooped
n the net ocoupe of hous and gt it ot B evenybody.

MR, FEES Ad, o oouse, f thee s ayone in

patcdar, ke Sam, | bedeve, a te bt megtng had ex
pressed an  interest beyond te four goup leades t  be pat
of comping tis together. | tink when it ocomes o deveop

ing a ocommittee repot, we ae gong O need to esabish some
wok goups to do that wok

Wed Why dont | gt on b te rmepot? I hae gt
another - because we wil be dong that tomomow
- | hawe got another datt repot from the TMDL commitee. I



represet the TDR on te ocound, te NACEPT Cound, and |
receved a dat o a rmpot te, you kow, te ocoud W
be vreviewing and makihg comments on in the next month or so.
t s anoher knd of good exampe of a podut tat we coud
possby look a a a tempae

| noed tet in here there ae a number of cases

where it says the ocommitee ddnt agee on  iens So, it B
not - it i not lke some of the other recommendations where
t seemed lke ewery commitee member agreed on @ evenything and
eenthng was hunky  dory. There s some red e exampe
here.
tk 5 mher hdk ad hg & yu @n e t n
dudes appendices, quie a number of  appendices. Just tis s

gopendices, bt &l you  kow, iy ik So, t  mgt
be somehing of an wundetaking to havwe ths passed ot to ew
eyore. t 5 & a dat

MS. PRICE Right. We, f you wat we ooud Bk
abot t ad sae t a uch ad we mgt be ade D pk
ke an ecap o it o somehing ad we ooud gt it ooped
and sed it ot to foks afer ts meeing so you woud hae
t in pepaaion for te Jue meeng just O see an  ex
ample.

MR, FEES Yes, possby, o tose foks who redy
ae inerested N woking on  mechancs o puting te  report
together, it woud be probably good - somehing to  look at

MR.  STEIDEL: David, one ting about the TMDL report
hes been on the Web hn sowed iedions foo So,
been avalabe for not ony the commitee members 0 re
bt aso for the pbc © a lkat mwad whehar o
ae  taking comments. Especaly  that paticllar  commit-

it

| tinkk has been een moe cotenious tan ths  commi-
and has been a good way of geting ot the bsues for ds
ussi
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MR. FEES: Which raises te pont tha we need O
a poduda out fke tha too We haent taked about
putng amting on the Web, oher tan te minues o the
meeting.

2

So, tet 5 ey d | hae wh sk suf  F

tee s no oher dscusson on that, | tnk we can  mowe
ahead and sat on knd of a fresh new  beginning.

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: David, et me see f | undestand
what you ae proposing. What you ae gohg D do B yu ae
gong to tke te input from the four goups and you ae going
o sad those ot for us O ook a kber tody ad then ae
we gong to revst tat tis afemoon o tomomow?

MR.  FEES: Tomomow duing the dscussion of the TDR
repart. | guess what | an sayig b a ts pot soe | ad
the oher goup leades havent put  something  together  on
tet, ks dsouss & i oot wih te whoe rmepot  and
sce f we cant fgre out te dredon ta te commitee
wii go for or whoe rmpot a opposed 0 st medng four
group recommendations together.
MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Oh,  okay.
Agenda  fem: Brainsoming -  Bumden  Reduction
Ideas

MR FEES We ae gig D nmoe o The et fopc
is te buden reducions, which is prety much what we are



gohg O Bk aou te st o the dy ad a good bt o ©
MOITow. | tik a ts pont Tm Canvod ad the fadia
to, Fem, ae goig ®© mn te show
MS. PRICE Tm, dd you wat t© tk about te
brainstorming and -
MR CRAWFORD: S'iee MWy mme B Tm Cawod | am
n te TR Baxch ad we wee hopng o e cae o a few
thngs today, te buden reduion, sO we can identfy some
the
we

aeas in te progam now that can lessen buden for cov-
ered  industries. We do hae a paper that passed out o
fokls ad, hopey, you a hae been abe O e & a
some point.

We dd want © bud n eouwh tme for you d D
st be ade o bing u idess Maje yu hae got yor own
noions, but epoe suf N moe o a ddogue fashon and
then spend a bt of tme wokihg on, say, a concentrated area
where we havwe caved out some burden reducion now and see ff
there areas where we can impove that and discuss some of the
suggesions we receved 0 epand t as  wel, posshy  expand
it.

So | thik tee 5 a god dd o e st W o
ts momhgs sesson &t b gt te bd moig ad o

dudng the ideass tat yu d hae youseles | guess there
5 a1 opotunty, to, f yu wd ke © mody te

agenda maype and  dscuss the  paper  fist just o simulate
some naions of buden  reducton. Buu ks ty to flow the

agenda t begn wth and see f there is some process  that
peope want t intoduce some noions that tey might have
MR. FEES: Tim, excuse me Which  document are  you

elening ©? Ths  one?
MR.  CRAWFORD: Wel, there were two documents that
EPA  provided. | kow ta fom the last meetng you receved

some suf fom SBA ad we hae snce ten wih SBA OMB ad
EPA  woking together tied to  represent -

MS. PRICE: The paper tat was sent out, the analy-
ss o cages © te uimee @ threshod provision.

MR. CRAWFORD: Ad | hae exda coopes  anyone
woud ke those.

Hopefly, eenbody was abe o receve  tose If
natbt we wl ty to go twugh te oonent of the paper and
any darifying questons, we can develop those.

MR. FEES: Suse, do you hae a queston?

MS. FERGUSON: Yes. t s sot of an undedying
— do you hawe an  estabished data management objectve plan
for  TRI? Your accuracy versus the  nature  of  infoomaton cok
kcion and te oconsant colecion issues knd o - te en
vironmental reporting aress, how ae  those established and I
wes aross h s o ths aea | my nat be saig ta -

- your daa quity of - if yu ae gog O lok a buden
reduction -

PARTICIPANT: Just another box when the  adready
avaiahle data is not accurate anways.

MS. FERGUSON: In effect, shoud we have best man-
agement  pracfices  referenced? We have use o avaidbe info-
maton  referenced as  items. Generaly, when you ae  colec
ing information, you make some decsions on how accuate  your
informaion has ®© be uw fot befoe you odet ta infor-



maion and tat heps  desgn  te  information  colecion, re-
evd and repoting sysEM t s sot o an  undepnning
your infomation base so f  we @k about buden  reducton,
mpotant t© me t© kow what your daa obecves ae,
you ae gong to use the infomation, how you wat O use
information n twms o esabishng the parameters  for
perticular programs.
t s fre t say pubic infomaion but what aoccn
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what vl of dsseminaion ae you looking for  because
hae a kbt o febily nh tems o te uwdepmngs for
program.
MS. DOA Wel, ff | ooud tak about maybe daa
- just the daa quaity potons because | tink when you
mentoned the satute, | tink you mentoned tO an  edent -
the gudance of te Saure bascay says peope  shoud  be
wihg ready aekbe  inomation. So, we dot tirk that

we can mandae a leve of accuacy - you know, if what i
realy avalable it good enough, then monior.

Oe o te tngs tat we ty © do though, and
tee s a - tee was a handout that descibes, the daa
qualty st suvey and what we do s we hae a ootactor who

abe pason nh tat industy woud hae aadkdbe ad s
ot te Fom R ad oompaes that to te way the fadiy fis
out

te Fom R
What we ten wuse wih tat infomation s an  indica
ton o how accuaely peogpe ae repotng, but it aso  po

vides us wih infoomaton so that when we dewelop  guidance
documents, where do we need to focus, what sot of information

5 somehig cded Noibes of Tedwicd Emr ok We
send it bak © tem wth a noe eganng why we thnk that
tee s a pobem and suggesing tat they remedy it

Buu tat ust sot of gwes you an idea o what we
ae de © wok wih in tms o te quily o te daa
So, te daa quaty we have done for 1994 and 1995 and it hes
been done for previous yeas, but it is something tat we ae
boking ®© do more rouinely.

MR.  SKERNOLIS I tink tat te st suvey ad

buden  estmate  document beng handed out  manfests the  point
| tinkk Suse was makng and what | aso want O suppot,
which s tis doesnt get a te issue of - ths smpy seems
b say data - | mean, f you look a wha the obedves of
ts suvey ae, nmone of tem speek diedy t the sue o
te efot pt i © meke te qually incemenaly @ beter,
whch is, | tinkk te heat of my oconcem and | wont speak
for ay o te oher ks n te indty sk o ts
A processor can oder 10000 pounds of a chemica to

use in processng fom one suppier and have one bl of lad
ing to document that he has got 10000 pounds of otewise use
of a chemical A waste management faclty might have 10,000

customers each sendng hm one pound of that same chemical in



a waste steam. The cost of ogeting that information for me
might be a hunded thousand dolas and it might be one dolar
for the processar.

The pubic s made aware of the same number and the
same fgue and it doesnt seem to me tat tere s any effot
undeway and ths woud have been a goden oppotunty to do
t O gt a ta issue of how acouate does ths daa  need
to be for puposes of TRl vesus the incemental ocost of gath
eng ceriain kinds o information.

I trk n ®ms o lokig a buden redudion, |
dont think we can gt a tat ssue ull yu gt a ince
mental oot issues for moe dama o magnaly  higher  qually

data because we have no idea how magnaly better it needs
be. So, the operave wod s ‘more” Wd, ‘moe’ has o
dolr sgn atached D it Tt & tobesome for s

MS. DOA Coud | just comment on one thng? This
s about te incremental I mean, tee s te lnguage in

the satte, | mean, and, so, we need o go by ta, whee you
need to uwe te rmrady awidde dia tat you hae So, |
think thet shoud be oonsidered very setiously.

MR. SKERNOLIS: t seems to me even wihn tat coon
s, EPA  has ocosdeabe kHivde © bk a  een  ready
avalable data and detemine do you now need to count each
sheet on whch a pece o daa appeas smpy because it
readly avalabe o can you use oher technques to make es
tmales based on some o te readly avaldbe daa and the
like.

| trk what EPA atemps to do, in famess © you,
is bascay put out techncad gudance and hoad  seminas and
compy wih fling ot te Fom R Those  technical  guidances
dont answer al the aquesions | am r@sng nght  now. What |
am ooncemed about is at some pont EPA is gong to underake
a fay sonicat enooement et whch 5 g b gt
at  methodology and repotng and quaity and kind of move away
fom the enforcement process. Rgt now t is jut to do more
wih  te repofing, | mean, dd you repot  were  you  supposed
b repat

Ad a tat pott we ae gong t© fnd pehaps that
you ae gng t© hae widy vaying inepeaions o 0 what
ooslives  sufidet efat © gt hgh qelly dta n te
system among each of the diferent  regulators. One  region
wli hae oe vew o wat wes sufidert Anather  regon
wi hae anoher vew becasse you ae not redy povdng in
the guidance package any explcit instructions on what const-
tes a reasodbe efot o  gaher tis  infomaton Ad
thee ae d khds o nmanes b ths ot n te fed ta
can have signiicant oot implications for the person fing
ot te fom

| woud be ococemed f | fled ot a fom n oe
regon ad te flowv td me | was in ful  compiance wih
the soit of the repotng requrement and  in anoher  regon
| gt an NOV for the same pracice. You ougt t be concemed
about  ta,  too

MS. DOA That - wel, jut as a ocomment on tha
one of te tings becasse o te issuie of daa quaily, EPA
hes been ftanng a te rregod peoge N daa  qually



seminars,  evenbody  together. I mean, tere s spedic gud
ace on ta So, we hope ta ta wl ocefany minmize
any issues with difierences.
MS. FERGUSON: Ad whee tat fis © me o a bu
den redudon, F we ae gsendng a kbt of efot o odead a
piece of information, when a welengineered default parameter
might get you equaly accuratle information, that s one way -
MS. DOA That s engneering judgment comes in
MS. FERGUSON: — keep your infomation incoming at
the same e o aocoay but  sonficaty  reduce the led
o ot o gt tat peee o daa That woud be te ided
thng t proiize as number one on  your buden  reduction
because evwenthng sats wih how you ooled te daa  fom
the getgo and, you know, changes in the fom dont change the
efot tat goes o preparaion of - and recod  keeping

thet goes in pior © ta fom  infomaon. A ot o wha I
have head fom owr foks who repot s tat s whee they see
te bg buden k B M@ n Fom A o R bccase yw hae D

g tough a b o dieent odedonss mweood saMgs D
gt © tet pont and one agan ta el o ot
Bu i tee ae sraegc tings we can do -
PARTICIPANT: Can you gwve an example?
MS. FERGUSON: Oh,  goly.

MS.  FEL Wat you gus I wat D dat D

pot some o ts ad | thk wha we ae saing b do b
gt Mo yor interests aound the  subed, what  your  concems
are. So, befoe we ut ae a o te pace ad we dont
have way tO document what s gong on, | woud ke O just

Do you al remember -  before we st  brainstorming
opions, and we hae done tis a a coupe of oher meetings,
we hae thked i abok what we c neess At

a
a

ge t o m h a w taa | @ meod P Wet we w ty
b do b gt s may wp hee as we @ fom aoud te tbe
and then we Wl g bak t ech oe ad dsouss it and make
sure everybody understands it
MS. FERGUSON: The levd of efot that goes ino
data odedion and recod keepng tat feeds TR can  vay
tremendously. f we hae a sense and in - witout any devia
tons in  accuracy. | mean, the infomation may be accurate 50
percent of te time. You may spend three das o gt that
pece o infomaion tat s accuae 50 pecet of the  time
You may spend 500 days to get that piece of informa
tion.

MS.  FEL t souds Ilke your ooncem s unde-
sandng what kv o efot shodd be gog Mo i  wha
bvel of accuacy we ae  gong tonads s that ocomred?

MS. FERGUSON: | am more interested in what level of

accuracy we want to defne as a daa standad in tems  of get
tng t© weldesigned defaut vaues, whee you might be abe
o] substitite some engineering information or calculaions for
a ot o kg wok for equvaent accuracy. Peoge may be abe
b say ta beer | can



MS. FEL I am gong t get some oher interests
ad oome bak We Wl hae some e © g bak © each ae
and make sure evenbody gets it and tak about  examples, re-
ay undersiand i

Ae tere oher ineress you wat to get up hew?

MS. HAZEN: | tink | got my queston answered, but
t wes moe o a daiicaion quesion. So, f | oodd what
| hear, Suse, what you and Ed ae boh saing s u utli now
EPA has rmay - o a lkast te oument efot on  buden
edudion, EPA B maly lokig a sat o wo & o te
foms, how many peope need to fle a fom wheher there is
something for small businesses.

We hae been lokng a tis ray fom a - who
hes © I ok a om h te it poe kd o e We
have done oher things over tme, but tis s whee we ae a
now.

What | hear you a saing s axaher way of looking
a buden redudon s te dSaue says  use  ready  avalbbe
informaion and dala to povde your esimates. t sounds as
f what you ae akig s can EPA ke a lok a ta dair
tory language and provide some interpretation or better def-
nion of tat tat aows you o feed comiotabe meking  some
choces about how you ae gong tO generale your estmates
that ohewise you thnk sot of migt be on te edge of in
compliance, out of compliance.

MS. FERGUSON: Ad what occus t©o me s you ooud
dmost do ts N a pareshp wih afeced pates, for
exampe, and an SIC  sector coud get together, look a  how
they capure informaion on it may be emissions. t may be
water  qualy. t may be cdemcd swods on  hand

They can ok a te devaions o ther pocess and
peseit to you some ot on  an  indusidl  spedfic bass

g a a e o thg ae X Yy z Ad ta gqudance cn
g a lng way to buden reducion So, insead of one quy
keepng ety pece of paper he sees a year long -

DR. BORDACS: Ushg readly avaldbe dala, but us
ing best engneering judgment ul he gwes you a -

MS. FERGUSON: Wel, you have measured values. You
coud wuse tem but it gwves you some @ sSandadzed —defaut

MS. HAZEN: | hear what you ae saig ad |tk
there ae oaainy some aeas thee O exle EPA s nat

and wl nt sot of come ou wih some sandad  definion  of
hee ae te fve pece of infomaion you need O look a
meet what the dautoy language s That s not gong 1o
happen n tis saue o pobaby ay o te oher  saues
that hae te same language.

However, | tik your suggesion tat an  industy
gop, a tade assodaion has looked a two o tree  differ
ent ways of esimaing releases and, you know, they hawe come
up with one that requres less buden, less tme, but comes up
wih te same awwes | tik &t & nt - | mean t & per
fecly accepbe to come o EPA  and  tak
ts 5 how we thhk we wod ke b d t
capue it in gudance and @k t EPA ad see i te EPA
thnks it s accepible and sot of do ths moe on an  indus
ty by industy o case by case bass We wont come out



I mean, you ftaked eafer about some honesty among
ths  group. We ae not gong t come out with some standad.
look a tese fve peces of infomaion and you have met the

saLny gl

MS. FERGUSON  Ad | dot thik you can do t for a
busness on a hbusness tpe bass. | tink you hae t do
indusial wide o pehaps  nafoowide, but i foks  knew  you

were receptive to  that to establishing some engineered param+-
eers, where they have having dificuiies in ther infoma:

your muster, 100.
MS. HAZEN: Yes. Il mean, | trk t B somehing we

can bk a | cant &l yu a ts pont eady how ex

tenrsve it ocoud be, how much of tis we ooud do, but cer

@y one o te tigs | haee head sad s we hae doe i

e way ad we hae doe t ta way ad we oome ou wh te

same answer, then | thnk that s someting that you know, we

look again The agency s not gong O ocome out wih some

The oher thng | woud say s f tee & some op
portunity here o acheve some significant burden reduction,
sot of hand in hand, we woud lke ® see documentaion of
that buden redudion so tat in tems o te agengys infor
mation collection requests, those reductions can be recog-
nized.

MR,  FEES Jut to folonup on Suse, | mean, |
dont see why tat there it a reason why industy  groups
cant do that n fad, | do kow o a pecdence whee tey
have done tat because a seel - med pooessng  fadity in
my swate changed te repoing of some  maerial  fom  recydling
to a benefidd reuse and | quesioned tem about that and,
of oouse, N such a smal sae as  Delawae, tat trows  of
some tends pretty sSgnficaty and | had © puit u some lan

So, | gt bak o te compay ad tked © tem and
they indicated, wel, tis wesit just a dedson made by
themselves. They sad it was by te seed - came fom the
Sedl Manufadurers Assodaton. So, I Sarted pulting that
bnguage in in my TRl repot and tey went futher o say
that, wel, this was acualy guidance from EPA, discussions
of Sl Manufactrers Assocaion with EPA  to come  up  wih
this.

Soo n fa ts st o tng | tik hes been
dore. Maype al we can do s futher encouage that that be
dore. I tik tat &5 aot as fr - wa | head Susse say
ingg ad | woud probably agee wth he, kowing how things
ae gong o operae, tat tat woud be whee ts ooud go

Bu, awyway, the mason | had my cad up wes D pu

a suggeston to ths concem because | have head this from
some oter commitee members, as wel as oter people outside
ths ocommiee, te same idea o led o ot So, | tik

t 5 a good ke ad it B wy apopae for & D be te
number one issue up here

Buu my suggeson is EPA indcates having two  Sig
nicant fgues on te rpot ad | thnk mabe tey need O



be dearer becasse wWen | daed n ts TR suf | ddnit

udersand  the language, you know, up o  two  sgnficant fig

ues and tat was language that was on Secion 8 but not the

oher  places. | tink tat needs © be speled out and ind

cae tat in a honesty tat s te accuacy of the daa we

ae lookng a and tat s what peope shoud be povding
Thee ae few fadies n  Deawvae who  acualy

abde by t - | dot wat D sy aide by t but we ta
as ter templae. Most peope have a sx dgt number for
rogdng ad hae sk ggificat dgs I uwe ta I pu
thet n my rpot een touwgh | tik &t & toEly bogus

So, ks be dear on tha In dong tat, maybe
that s g@ihg ©© oot domn te need for beng red soutning
and aso, | bedeve - and ts s something that has been
brought up before in this ocommitee and it hasnt tken a red
wam  reception, but te oconcept of te 90 percent e o
whateer & tat when you do we it n  the soificat  dgis
some smal suf s gong O dop out Ad you ae nat gong
D hae D pt e @ o et o ta Tt B fr a

dscusson  which | hae goten fom EPA tha tey dont realy
want to hear about someone not accountng for Process Z  when
Process AL B and C ae te ones tha hae the hundred thousand
miion pounds of somethng and Process Z has ten  pounds.

That ®& a  suggesion

MS. FEL That s an opion. Pease hod oo that
option. We do want opions but before we get to opions, what
we mght do s focus on  people's undedying  concems. Ad  you
ae g © gt a mdue o d dieent tigs ad o
the pooe wess we sik ©b oe tig for a e b

You have got two bg oconcems up there gt  now.
What other concems ae there before we sat  recording? Ore
s a proposed souion and we want that, but  before  peope
come up wth tat lefs see what the oconems ae

S, Kiszine,
DR. BORDACS: My oconcem is | am seeng EPA spending
more tme on buden redudion than it rlaes t te fom ad
ts whoe TR rmpoig fig ot te fom B tWwo mnues
Gt t tat preparation. Geting to te fom I am ut ex
aggerating, but | coud spend o weeks prepaing o prepare

te fom and fling ou te fom s nohing compaed B the
efot  comes ino the data oolecion.

So, | woud Ifke to emphasze more of the burden
reduction on the preparation process.

MR HEES Tet B sat o a gidf o 1

DR. BORDACS: Bu, you know, emphasizing the issue
because it raes O what you wee saing,  eventhing But
what | am seeng, wheher t s Fom R o Fom E irdeat,
where you get t that pont that you see done and st wok
ng on te fom Thet s te pocess tat we need B stess

MS. FEL Okay. So, your ooncem s te tme spent

on prepaing.
DR. BORDACS: Yes.
MS. FEL Thank  you.
MR GARNER Yes. | hae gt te same e ta |
thnk has been nrmised by Kiszina and Suse and Ed and thet
s te amout o tme tat s reqied t© odedt the infoma
fon tat 5 ten uwed © 1 ok te fom | agee ta



fing ot te fom & a wy smad oomponent of the time

reqred and it gts don o - | tnk Suse put it vay
well. We cn spend a lot more hous colecing more informa-
fton, but it doesnt change tat number, especaly when @ you

ok a ta wo sguicat fgue e Bu | trk te
peope, a least in my industy, ae vey newvous about  some-
oe oomg N ad syg wd ts b rmady awaibe
ts infomation

Maybe they dont keep that infomaon from a  bust
ness Sandpoint because you dont need B keep i, but it wes
avalkbe a a pot n tme ad tey ae afad somebody is
gong to come in and second guess them tat, wel, you shoud
have kept that  information. You shoud hae used it

Ad when we ga b te souions, | wil hae some
rel wold exampes | can gwe Buu | am hodng thet

MS. FEL We ae d guag © oome bak ad g oe
these. lets st ty o gt them w Yor ooncem i 1o
much time spent collecting information”?

MR,  GARNER: Right for the vaue you get

MS. FHL Okay.

Paul.

MR ORUM Yes. Pau Omum

As | udesand we ae on te ssue of preparation
and accuracy and not burden reducion as a whoe here?

MS. FEL s that ooredtt EPA  peope?

MR FEES Ths s te lok a buden reducion,
uess Tm wated t© do ohewse, it s my idea not

is
gedc D Fom A h &t e da B D oen t 9]
adualy oher issues. The Fom A issues hae been sot of
spedled ot n a ot of these doouments tat we hae goten
Ad we ae gnhg b hae O send some tme on ta, bu we
want some of these other idess
MR.  ORUM: Okay. Twofold.

As, | tik te EPA needs two tngs mhing ©
environmental information management systems. The first is
EPAs a a whoe | tink tee s a bg oppotunty for bu-

den reducion in Sedon 1 o te fom
MS. FEL What s your ooncem, though? That is

your  solution. What ae your  concems?

MR, ORUM: We, my ooncem s tat EPA does nat
hae a fdy ID. number for each fady ta t regr
bes ad ta s rmegled by te daes

MS.  FEIL Why ae you ooncemed about that?

MR, ORUM: That 5 needed in odar o gt a tose
gements of Secion 1 of te fom tat have t© be repeated
agan and agan and agan when tey coud smpy be repored
one tme -

MS.  FHL The oocem b  lkess  repeiion

MR ORUMM No | am oowermed wh te Bk o a
fadly ID.  number Pehgps | eqpan te gedics a
e bt &t wl make s Bu te bk o ta number

means that infomation n Sedion 1 spediicaly, the fedity

ID. information, has t be repoted many tmes when a  number
and comoborating information, such as name, address, phone,
fax, oontadt, whatever, woud do. Ad you woudnt need o

repot that repeatedy on many Fom RS or  repeatedy  under

oher laws, as wel, fom RCRA o NPDES o whaever



The lack of progress that EPA has made on tat issue

concems  me. | tnk tat s te red opion for buden re
duction. Second, when we 1tk about buden reducion and the
tme tat it tkes t repar te fom | hae head some i+
tresingg, vy padical tings r@sed hee tat ougt o be
explored. Honever, | tink we need to remember - and ths is
the interest tat - every company shoud have in  envionmen
il  management system  tat  tels t whee lage foans of

chemicals go, where they come in, where they go ou, whether
they ae wase, whether they ae poduct

My concem s tha we not suggest to ouseves that
thet need aises fom te need © i ot he Fom R o D
fl. ot repotng under any oher  emvionmental law Compa-
nes need to hae emnionmental management systems  that el
them where chemicals go, why they wuse them and alow tem to
make decisions about the use of those chemicals. So, we need
o remember tat that does not aise ot of te need to
au a Fom R

MS. FHL Okay.

Tom.

MR.  NATAN: In 1995, | spent about sx months Vs
g fdies h New Josey © ook a ter pouion pe
veion pans as pat o an awyss o ter panng  pocess
and | hae eded uw vsing o a hunded fadites. Ad
oe tng ta ooowed N A bu e fdies tee ae
bescally for sts of daa tha wee awakdde D s There
were the TRI Fom RSs. There was the New Jersey DEQ114, which
s te dae repoing Thee was te  pauion  prevention
pan summares, which they dd based on ther 1993 daa and
then tee were the acual pans temseves, which ae  conf
dd ad kp a te fdy

Al o tose tings ried on 1993 daa a ta tme
ad nh d bt e o te U6 fdies tee wee dsoep
andes between those four different data SOUrces.

MS.  FEL s that your ooncem?

MR.  NATAN: My oconcem is that when there is dupk
cae repoing a te s kvl ad te feded v et
t s - | mean, dealy the same peope ought t© be fing
ot the same infomation no matter where it goes. A possbe
soion, whch | wl trow oot qudky s tat mabe the
states can be of hep whee tey know tat these  dupications
occur.

MS. FHL Okay.

Jut to make sue | am capuing tis  comedly,
dupicate repoing s not aways saing te same  thing Is
that -

MR NATAN: That B gt yes Ad it shoud be
the same  number.

MS. FEL B

MR.  SKERNOLIS: My concem contnues to be - |
thnk | am respondng to Susan's response 1 our  concem,
whch & tat &t Bt uwt a aquedon o loig for chegper
ways to produce another - produce the number. There is also
an issuie, | tnk o - a te impemenion levd, whether
the reguated ocommunty is gong t ask for moe  intensve
ways to gather information without any acknowledgement that
that has a oot and BNt gong o impove te  infomation



anymore.

So, nmy ooneem s tat we mt lose sSgt o te re
lationship betveen the cost and an incremental improvement  in
Quislty without any rationalization of why that incremenial
improvement in Cuiality is necessary.

My secord ooncem s | tink EPA s puting an un

necessary Sraight  jacket on itseff Satutory language for

readlly avalable daia only apples o daia oolected pursuart

b anoher law  reguiation. t does nt gy ®© a infoma

tion. The podson that apies © oher nomaion &  rea
sonable estmates and that seems to me t - so, my concem is

that EPA not confine itself and interpret Statutory language
b agpy O tngs ta t doesnt gpy

MS. FEL Thank  you.

MR. STONE My oconcem s one o te comments that
Paul just made about large companies do  have | envionmental
managers. | represet an industy that most of the companies
ae vay smal They dont have envionmenal peope and  yet
they hae © ocompy with a tese regudions and  especaly
where we hae a ot of omanc maeials and my industy  pours
metal at 2600 to 3000 degrees. Most of them generate that
pud ad a hf a dy tt mdes tem mt do a Fam A They
have to do a ocompee Fom R They dont have the manpower.

My rea ooncem s te oot of compiance for  smal
companies.

MS. FEL Thank  you.

MS. FERGUSON: | want to tack onto someting Tom
sad becarse t B nt Wt whn a dae e Ths & the
dupicatve  reparting. | thrk on a feded kv between or

federal envionmental Statues, we hae  smiar but not iden
ical repotng requrements and tat migt be an  aea for
refom Smar bi nx  idenicd

MS. FEIL So, your concem is with makng them more
identical?

MS. FERGUSON: if they were the same repoting re
quirement thet couid satisly for muliple PUIpOsEsS, that would
be ey bt f yu hae o ke a st o daa and recacuae
t o massage it to ft mutipe puposes ether added o the
buden of repoting on - and tey may be different frequen
ges n tEems o te repots come n,  sSgty dfeent  famk
les of cemicads tat have © be repoed on That s the
issue.

MS.  FEL Mie.

MR ECK Mke Edk As a ooncen, 0 intoduce the
noion of EPA measuing and adusing te buden of wusng TR
g, s wd a moig TR da I trk & B pimaly
appied to the repoing  requiement | hae never seen aywy
indication tat x number of hous was necessay t pul out a
TRI rpot fom a patcdar dagbase o o do a  patodar

analyss. | can twow ta u a a ooncem

So, measure and reduce burden of data use Measure
and adust - measure and reduce, yes, okay, buden of data
use.

MS. FHEL Okay. Thank  you.

Corey.

MR, BROMLEY: | guess Swse kd o ht on wha |

was saing | woud just eqand upon that as | tink EPA



needs t look a te consistency between  progams,  whether it
be beween federd and sae andor  federd  and  federd pro-
gams and use ter dscreion t ty to gt moe  consistency
wihin definiions o wihin puposes o whatever.

MS. FEL Is your concem because of the buden of
reporting simiar but different things -

MR. BROMLEY: Yes.

MS. FHL Okay.

Maria.

MS. DOA For ts dsosson, i | ooud st ke
a some seconds to read withn the statte and something from
te - | gess my oconeen 5 wa 5 h te sae How B
thet? Ad F | read ta - Wt 0 eevbody 5 on te same
plane. Ue o awkbe dia in oder t© poide the inoma

any toxic chemica released o te  emnionment beyond  that
monitoring and measurement required under other provisions of
lw  or  regulation. In oder t assue oonssency, the admin
istator shal requre te daa be eqressed N common  unis.

Ad n te ooference rpot for  te saue,  tere
s a setence in tere, a ooupe of sentences. The  conference
substitLite does not require monitoring or measurement of  toxic
chemical reeases beyonrd  tat  required by te provisons  of
law. Al montoing or measurement dala  in the  possesson  of
the faclty owner o operator must be repoted of  measurement
data.

So, tat s when we addess quesions on what sot
o ke B requed Ths & wat we awas g bak

MS. FEIL: Other concems that you guys want up
there?

MR, SKERNOLIS: | guess | am not sue what pont you
were making, Mara, but your guidance package and your  foks
say why dont you make phone cas o colet  information.

That seems to be ¢ otay t© wha yu st sad In oher
words, there ae no bounds on this because

- ad ta 5 eady te pot o d o ts k 5 nmoe -

-t B at tee somenhee Do Gt Ad we dnt e
ay have a cost concem wth how - there ae no boundaries
paced aound thet t s ad a te dsogion o te peson
oeseey you  patodar fdy  ad  how oy fing

ae
ot the fom. Ad te way you just epaned what you think
o what s ddaing your boundaies s not what 5 as |

desend & happening N te red  wold
MS. DOA Bu, | mean, the dShatte requres you
use basicaly avalable information and it requires you o

fepot © Wwo  Soicat, | mesn  dgs So, ta B sot
o te ooed o wha s requed hee

MR SKERNOLS f I cn Wt e a seood |
have got to conthuous emission monitor on my smokestack mea-
sung a ooncentaion of  something, Itk ts dealy sas

| shoud use tha infomaion to make an esimae of te ar



rease out of tat smokestadk | dont tik tee & avy
quesion  about = that
f I hae osomer foms that has nohing t© do wih

RCRA tat | hae gt nh a fig chnet ad | hae gt a
huded touwsand o those i a fing cabnet | dont  tink
tt 5 mady aebe t B pyway tee bt & B
not ready aadbe ad | woud ke D ue a reasonabe
esimae  for  that But | doit koow wha te nke b

| dot kow f | can edlimae &t h ore regon ad
be okay and esimate in another regon and get an NOV for the
same  aciviy. Thet s my concem.

MS. FEL Do you feedd ke yowr ooncem s doow
mened wel enough o do you wat to -

Suse, do you want to make a comment?

MS. HAZEN: No. | wat ©O e W oonems  for
EPA  on burden reduction. Two  concems. One, the doube and
sometimes  tipe  counting  of  the burden associated  with co-
lection o da ta b reported uder  dfeet  daues.
So, the same tme is accounted t each and every daa  colec
tion.

The second is buden assocated wth - and | think
gs a e bt © B e - buden assocaed wih oob
keding moe delal tan ks necessaly O esimae  the  releases
wihout taggng tat on as a buden assodated wih TR So,

tet s whee te oher sde o ts o ohar pees o ths
that have been of ooncem to the agency for whie
MR,  FEES s your fist ore suggesing tat  there
is overestimating of burden?
MS. HAZEN: Yes. There ae daa eemens on te TR
fom which ae ocoleced and need t© be repoted under other
type of thng, tngs tat ngt now ae in ocm:uer systems
N a oo o te kg ocompanes tat just fve hous assoc
aed wih fling ou a ocompany name, addess and contact,
which pops out of a machne automaticaly each year and which

aso goes to oher - s couted for fve hous under TRl and
fve hous under te bemial repot and fve  hous  under
something else.
So, it gts oouted al tese number of  tmes
MR. BROMLEY: Il woud lke to comment on that one
I tik that udesooes te eadr pot ta | wes &g
about is the inconsistency between the reporting requirements
5 a v - ad & b mt tpe oonig t 5 aaly -
- yu hae to go trough al those because of the inconsis
tency. f it wes oonssent repoingg now  you  ae tEkg

adbot a fdy ID, ta B easy Bu we ae @ldg about
gathering data that we may have someplace, but you hae t put
t in a dferet ooted each tme you repot for  something
difierert for a difierent program.

So, it adwy & dong something sepaae  for
thet. f thee wee moe oonsstency between i,  then  when
EPA looks a TRl and buden reducion on te whoe, they ought
to look a it saing how can we appoach TRl tat makes it
more  oconsistert wih  oher progams  so  tat  that  tipe  cout
ng acdy becomes an issie raher than gt now & B  not
an b, a fa a | am  oconcemed t s acud tipe the
work.



MS. HAZEN: let me dafy my concem. When | ook
the infomaion tat needs t© be repoted B the agency

at

uder ths o ay oher saue, | ook a te daa ooec

fon, te efot that yu hae © go twough wihn yur fa

dy ©D ety ot te nomdon wheher & B fom

te daa rdease fom o whaever, but  ooleding te  infoma

—
o
=)

For reporting, you then assemble the information
may have pemit numbers here and you may have release num-
bes tee ad yu hae © pd a ta ifomation  together
n odr o A ot yu foms ad ten fay yu mst 1
ot yowr foms
What | am saing s ta when we hae thked o &

g
c

dies before, tey Wl sy it tkes - | am madg ts w

as just an exampe - it takes fve hous to over the course

of the year wveiy our pemt numbers and get tem into  our
computer  system. Buu ten tat fwve hous when looking a TR
esimates, that seem - and | am redy takihg mostly about

faciies tat do hae and companes tat have  computerized
sysems for fing these things out

That same fve hous for that one daa eement that
s pu b te ocompuer sysem tat can be bought up  faily
quddy s ten oeded D TR t s ceded © te ben

MS. FEL Oay. Wet | wad ke © b b de
them ad the net fve o tn minues and just go over these
and make sure evenybody understands them. We wil hae tme
b - w W Be a bek dae ta Then we Wl sat
gong into optons, what your proposed souions  ae, based on
these concems tat you a  hae

I jut wat to make sue evenbody understands  the
concerns.

The frt oconcem we hae uw hee s te lvd o
gfot tat goes o dama oodedion and  recod  keepng,  what

evel of accuacy we want © defre as a daa  sandad.
ik Suse ftked a Qe bt a&bout tat s eenybody com
fottbe wih what she meat by tat

That s al we ae dong, not O odebae i you agee
wh t o @ bt do yw gt P Oay.

The second one, s wes a oconeem - | am nat sue
hov wd it fis hee bt can EPA nepet sauoy B
guage to hep peope feel comfotable about what they ae re
qued D do | ik you st of gt an asver D ta be
fore

The next concem, the EPA indudes time on the fom
and not enough on buden reducion as t relales t  prepaing
information. A oonen tat tme spent o oded te o
maion - te concem s lack o fadiy ID.  number, which

causes repeated reporting. Does everybody understand -



The need for emnvironmental  management  systems to
tak about where chemicals go, why tey have been used, et
cetera, Everybody understand the concem?

Repating s not aways te same The  reporting
tings ae smir buit not eady te same

MR.  NATAN: No. Repotng exady te same thng 1
diftret - you kwow, to te sae and to the Federal Govem
ment but it doesnt - it s not te same number

MS. FEL Oh, day.

The relationship betwveen the cost and incremental
inoeese n OLely.

EPA not confining itseif by using statutory language
that doesnt appy ooncemng te efeds of oot of  compk
ance for smal companes concemed  wih  that concemed  with
simiar but not idenical recuirements increasing the burden
of reporting, consistency o] programs.

Measuring and decreasng the buden of daa use and
a ooncem  wih keepng  withn  the  Satutoy requirements and

ues and concen  wih  the burden assocated  wih collecing
more  detals than necessary beng assocated wth - as a TRI
buden, beng ocouted as a TRl burden.

Everybody understand what other people’s concems
are?

No. 12, measwing and decreashg the buden of daa
use.

MR ECK Thet & me

MS.  FEL Can yu eg@an i?

MR EX Yes Ad | gess | W pt t h a an
e o a kot o what we hae been kg about tadionaly
and, pethaps,  Satutoriy. Buden s measured for the  repot
ing requirement What | wes tying to gt a ad am not awake
enough yet t© reay wcaze s tat | woud not wat B see
changess in te repotng that woud increase the  buden  of
whg te dia n ay sonficant fashion So, f EPA B mnt
measuing tat o keepng tack of i tee s no way t know
what B wha

MS.  HARTMANN: | am soy. | dnt hae a name g
Carolyn Hartmann from us. PIRG.

| wated © s f we oold pt Wt st o te
fip sde o Padls tig on No. 5 whch & te bk o a
fdty ID. Yu hae t wien tee B t casss repesed
rpoing ad a ket for me te way | tik about & B i
peens daa  consoidation Soo t B sot o te fp sk
o what yu hae tee ta knd o ges moe © te heat
o | trk oe o or oonoems
MS. FEL Okay. Does evenybody understand  that
concem? Okay.

Do you d wat b Be a 15 mue bek ad we
wil come bak a 1030 We wil sat with opions and sou
tions.

Bief recess]

MS.  FEL Haing gone ower te ineress, beng
famiar wth what eenbodys ococems ae we W ty
bing some opfons, proposed  soufons b s issue What

changes woud you make? What do you suggest that we do about



it.
Again, dont spend too much tme. We wil go back
oer them al So, pease dont spend too much tme explain
ng t Ge us yu soos ad we wW g bak oer i
That way we gt as may thngs w lhele as we can

MR FEES: Wel, | aready jumped the gun ad made a
suggesion  before. That s 1 betr epan te ue o wo
Syiart s

MS. FHEL Okay. Thank  you.

Susie.

MS. FERGUSON: I would develop a data management
pn o TR

Commitee  member: What does that mean? Could you
expan that one?

MS. FHEL We ae gig b oome bak ad - ks
hod our discussions for then.

MR.  GARNER: Talor te gudance to industy groups
ad | can epand on ta when we gt o te opions ad souw
tions o address those concems.

MS. FEL Okay. Others? Tom.

MR, NATAN: Gudance 1t egan aeas o @ identical
reporting among requirements.

MS. CAN: | dont koow i ths ooud gy © the
federd e, bt N o dar, N Messadustls we ae
saig © develp one  Sop repoing,  which 5  bescay
inegrating al te vaious meda pogams o one  type  of
repoting, so &t doesnt hae o be  dupicated

MR.  SKERNOLS: Btend te mixure definion 1o
waste Streams?

MS.  HHL Suse.

MS. FERGUSON: Before you wie, ket me kind of ex
peh t ad ten | wW sud he & for you

Rgt now, EPA hass a It o daa oonsoidaion  piot
poedts gong on tha ae wvay good n tms o sot  meda,

n ems o sdos o some N te CH and oher poeds I
woud ke t leverage the lessons leamed  fom  those by tak
ing advantage of the Statutory reporting provisions, where EPA
can report back to Congress opportunities for reporting reduc-
tions and have the administration, perhaps, highight ~ for Con
gess oppotuies to refom on a Sauoy levld o make a
of our ives easer through consolidated data reporting.

f tey s toe agan ©e te padcd pos
evauate where they can be most usefl n tems o i we hae
ke ddnioos o moe idenicdl povson  ad  ten ue  te
reporting provision in tese saues D make Congress  aware

those.

MS.  FEL Okay. Take advantage of dSatutoy re
cording pivieges o) report the oppartLniies for reform o]
decrease the burden based on what they found in -

MS. FERGUSON: Yes.

MR. ECK The suggesion would be streamine the
revison o enor cormedion procedure, f thet 5 posshie.
Essentidly, t 5 an entie separae submisson

MS. DOA The notes.
MR,  ECK The notes?
MS. DOA Noice of tecdnicad emr ta you re



what you ae tking abou?

ECK We | wes nmoe - yws ta B a ood

The moie o twdned e B a wodeld thig,

moe tkng to te need to resubmt te enre Fom

banrd new sSgnatre t corect an  enor. That may be

the process. | dont know. But it becomes an en
MS. DOA Cn yu put uw tee jut ater 8 ‘few

R
o

g put ‘revsos” Thark  you.
MS.  FERGUSON: Compete the fadiy ID. poedt
s undenay.

MS.  FELL Amnyody  ese under  options?

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Promote a 90 percent reporting
e for data gathering.

MS. MAYER: Assure consistent implementation and
enforcement among regions.

MR.  SPRINKER: One o the tings that, looking a an

analogous  siuaion  from OSHA  with hazard ~ communication is one
of te podems tat has aways edsed tere, whch wes
bougt w hn te saenes ey o ke setes agan,
n te egtes whee te ne came N N wich & fit wes
opposed by los of - by much of industy - was a sandad
zed maeid safely dala sheet fom

MS. FHEL s tat your opion?

MR. SPRINKER: No, that is - ths is a background
o my opton

MS. FEL Yu ae gg b hae e © g oer te
background.

MR SPRNKER @ Oar GOa. | an sy | am
sorry.

h tat ccse ten B - 0 DO bk a wa we dod
bk aa & wa ks te quly ad foma o  infomaion,
whch a o te vaious industy goups acudly receve  fom
ether ther supples o the peogpe tat ae  shppng  tem
materials? s thee a way b make tat moe usabe so you can
edxat the daa you need much more easly from that?

MS. FHL Okay.

MS.  FERGUSON: Move beyond electronic fomats  for
the foms ] spreadsheet sye, eledronic fomeats thet sool
up.

MS. FHL | am sy Moe bgod -

MS.  FERGUSON: Move beyond electronic fomats  for
foms o soreadsheet  syle electronic fomats that  scol up
the information so you can eiminate some calculation enors.

MR. BROMLEY: Evauate  demate  treshods  boh  for
Fom A and Fom R for buden reducton.

MR, ECK Improve the usabity of the Fom R in

structions.
MR, FEES: Provide  interpreve guidance  on s
oy bgege o kel o ot epeded for daa  coedion
MR,  ORUM: Use te ocompeed fadity [ID. system

spedically © sy Sedon 1 o te Fom R

MS. FEL Ay aoher  options?

MS. FERGUSON: | woud go ahead and dewelop eng-
neering standards, defavlits, for areas where information co-
kdon efots ae ecessve v O accuay o the i
formation.



Ad more spedicaly, it seems t me te paces
thet s most lkey O tget ae gog o be tose tat
wih the waste fteament o wese dsposa peces o i
formaion as opposed to tose who ded wih chemica  receipt

k B ey o d ideies bu geddy o te nmew
industries.

MS. FEL Make changes before they hae w© fie the
1999 forms?

MR. GARNER: BExactly. That way tey wont hae to
kan two dieent was © do &

MR.  STEIDEL Consstency in te uis beween dl
pogams, repotng  uis . a  pogam  aess.

MR BROMLEY: Bpad - | an nmt suwe f ta s the
gt wod, bt rmeevaae ad dimt s @aher te gt
wod - use and @ actvy,  exemptions.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Maia, can | ask a procedura ques

tion?
Yu d ae in te poess of makng a dedson
about lonering reporing thresholds for highly odic constiLk

ents. | am opeaing wunder the assumpton that what we are
kg adout gt nmow for te edsing teshdds woud @ aso
apy for ay loweing o te repoing threshods. s tat -

MS. DOA Welbk &t s eay - | meen, we ae ok

g a t Bu | an nat suae ta & Oy acuske

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Wel, can | ten ofer as a FACA
member the noton that those of us who ae concemed wih low-
eing te repoting treshods woud ke to  see  these recom
mendaions brougtt o  tat debate, as wel as  deding  just
wih te esing threshads?

MS. FEL Befoe we begn ®© dafy, s tee any
body who wants to put any oter optons up here?

Oay. | gess wa | an gg ©O do B W& dat
reedng tem of oe a a tme We wl ke a mnue for
each one and see (f peope  understand.

The fit oe ks beter epan te ue o wo sg

nficant  digis. Beyvoody - & ta dear for eveyoe?
Okay.
No. 2 is dewlop a dama management plan for TR
Mulice dsoussors]
Peope up here hae a quesion about what that
means. Who put that - whose option?
MS. FERGUSON: | did For any use of information,

the daa foks have you develop a pan in tems of accuracy,
maintenance of  informaion  and  oher | paameters on imits  of
s use t s eeyhng fom how lng yu keep it © how
accuae does & hae © be O best Uiy Thet &
pat of desgning infomaton  systems. So, it seems O me a
ot of the oquesions in twms o - patcdaly when you hae
faly boad dauoy auhoiiess, tis wodd hep - be a
hepl tod 1o establish systematic paameters for use and
colection and erforcement of the information.

MR. FEES: Is dewopng lke metadala a subset of
a management plan? Do you understand what | mean by ‘meta



data”?

MS. FERGUSON: No.
MR. FEES: The infomation behind - not the data
i, bt & B te nomaion ta eghas te dag et

t s amuad daa ad tha it has oef@n accuwecy and  there
ae oefan souces ad  tat o sot  of  thing

MS. FERGUSON: That s exady what | am taking
about.

MR. FEES: That s someting that we are dong more
and moe in tems of haing as lke documentation behind the
data sources tat we ae now puing out to te pubic in GIS
sysems and on the Inemet and tat sot  of  thing You sot
o hae D epan tha So, mabe it s tme tat EPA kd
of consders that same -

MS. FERGUSON: And you change your data plan when
you cdange your uwse, add o te sysEm So, t gwes yu a
foma mechansm t e@an te Uity of te infomaion  you
are managing, among other things.

MR. BROMLEY: Do | undesand ths, Suse? (S
something that EPA needs to do -

MS. FERGUSON: They have it in oter programs.

MR. BROMLEY: - wth ter - nghtt to put ther
puposes of what tey ae dong so tat it sas whether when
you expand numbers or do something else to what your data man-
agement o daa gaheing ks, it can be appled o tat pan
ad se wheher it B oonssent o no?

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Let me tke a shot

| dont kow i EPA sl does ths, but may yeas
ago when | used to wok there, we had what were caled daa
Qualty oObecive pans, DQOs. Susan, | dont een kow ff
those ae sl aound o not EPA had sometng caled and |
guess  cortinues  to have  somethng caled dala  qualty  obec

Thee ae a oagfan cateia aopled © 2 dala,  aoon
racy, representativeness, a number of the  tings Suse lad
o, where te progam manager s supposed to  specy  exacty
what tey ae tying t accompish wih tet body of daa
meet those citeia and then the  information  management  sys-

tems  refet  thet In oher wods ten you bud your infor-
mation management system or modfy it to refect those data
CLely chedies

f yu tke an e ke acuay o @ represenia
tveness, whch ae two  dferet  issuess o oouse, and  you
ae sayg oe o te tihgs we wat © be dle ©D do eah
yveaa 5 ®© te pibic aout teds ad te dedon o te
reases of cetan  kinds of oonsents and  you  might  want
to be ade to say tat wih a oceten degee of accuacy or
representativeness, then your system is designed to produce
that.

Caoyn ad | hae ftked about ths noion of some

body geting u ad saing tee s a 20 pecent reducion in
the rdease of oonsivent A fom 1995 o 1996, but that might
be 50 percent off That s admost a meaningess pece o i
formion F t B doe N ta ooied

f on te oher had you ccan sy we ae B pevet
confident that that number of nght that s a ot moe mean
ingl, bu tee ae no nolos of dala queily as | see a



tached to tis dabase tat adov peope O say things ke
that.

MR. BROMLEY: Lt me put someting foward with this
that aso fis wih what you ae saing s © me it ao sas
that changes to the progam, such as in the PDR of grouping
tngs, o g thhgs e o @ be eaaed
igt of te daa management pan, whether & reay s repe
senting something that is either accurate or representative or
means any dala to you  whatsoever.

MS. FERGUSON: Maype o maybe not You may change
your data opecives f you hae a new use for the infomation
o your objecve may be aficent for that use o ted
analyss. Bu t gws yu an ooy, a st o poooos
o eddbish for te uity o yur dia © eaduae when yu
need t change those proocods o the imis  of te  infoma
tion.

The goup has idetfied how you use the  information
5 an impotant issue because there ae imts to  tat  info-
maton, the accuracy of it Ths gvwes you a ssem o put uwp
bookends around this information, accuracy or usefulness or
imitations, as wel as documentation.

MS. FEIL Are you gus comforable? Do you under-
dsad a e beer now?

MS. DOA Coud | just ask, | mean, you hascaly

MR. BROMLEY: And that helps gquide -

MS. DOA - gwn te ocostans o what s N te
statte, do we -

MR. BROMLEY: And that heps gude how good do they
need b be a the fdy kbl & wd Thee a8 - n a
broad brush case, these ae not enforcement complance  num-

bers, say, for te waer pogam o the ar progam. So, the
[SYC] o effort inolved ino dentfying the exad emsson
o dschage o somehng can be dferet f owr idea s
body © kB te pbic kowv boh  locly ad  naionaly
what & gig on wh toc ue a ta fady o naonaly
wih tet on

So, yu hae wvay, vay dferent daa  qually oo
jecives

f yu efodg a dschage pemt ten f  yu ae
smpy tying to idenffy approximatly how much of a oo
sivet B beng wed D m®Eeae a a  novdd  fadiy

MS. DOA | am sy | am aorisxd Ag |
thougt you meant sometng Jlke we know wih this dala quak
ty st suvey ta we can chaadeize how accuate we  think
te iomaion 5 gwen te oconstans So, | tik we
have some of tat informaton, but it sounds lke you ae go
ng beyond tha ad tat you ae saing wel, you ony need
to be - we oy tink that peope shoud be requred t© be
ts aocuale t© begn wih and then owr daa  qualy sie
suvey woud say on ta kv o acouagy, tis s how  dose
we tink tey come t© tha v o accuecy.

MS. FERGUSON: May | 1y?

I trk | woud ue your dia quly st suws
to hep esabish te benchmaks for accuracy so  you  woud
hare some templates in tems of knowing - you hae got a

faly boad dandad n wems o ready awkbe | inoma
fon, bt f you esebish some daa ooedve pobcos N



your system  based upon  suneys. Then it makes it easer for
enforcement when they go and inspect to know that someone has
used ready avalkbe nfomaion o not ad & adso  heps
esabish  bencmaks for EPA in tems of wel, how predse or
how accurate, how much level of efot shoud someone go to in
ther daia odedion

f your suwey sas te aadbe Homaion & a
reasonable engineeting esimate  tat  gefs %5 pecert of  this
whatever and if that becomes your standard, then a company can
make a doce © do te leve of efot that resuts n acow
racy of that patcuar sandard. You dont hae soO many in
dvidial effots tying ©O poed what  EPA might  oonsider
aier the fod N a sig ad & wWl hdh h yur buden
reducion in that those benchmaks become known and  people
shot for  them

MS. DOA Okay. | undersand. Thank  you.
MS. FHL The et oe we hae 5 No 3 t&br
gudance for  industy  groups. Bvenbody dear on  what that

means?

MR,  GARNER: Maybe | ooud just make a real brief
clarifying commert from the chemical distrbution perspecive.
Oe tig ta dobwos tpcdy do s they b n hbge
quantty, repadage and sl N a  smaler  quanty. Ay  tme
thee s a rmpakegng aMy, tee Bk an a emsson o
f we pt &t nh a dSoage @k tee B an emr msson

We aso make blends of one o more TRl chemicas.
Just one example, not to take up to much tme, in some cases
we wil make a bed i a tank ad ten tanser fom that
ek o te frd pdege tet &t 5 sod n So, tee B
an ar emsson when we put t n te tk ad ten tee B
another ar emisson when we pit it in te padkage

, we wl smpy make tat blend
n te onaner et t 5 sod hn be that a @k tuk o a
potble tak, which s 300 gaons o a
we dont hae ta eda ar
n te ool taa t B od
Nonv, on a fdy bess te fadiess woit  keep
o .

track of whether o not that partcu podut was made in a

berd tak o made n ta frd comane, athough that i+

famalim s awidbe a te tme te bend s made But as
pacical  matier, gven the twoughput of the  product

hmgﬁ te pan, gven te fak emssons, wheher o nat
5 made in that frnal ocomaner o made it i a bend fak
realy wont afed te dag you  kow, ta awswe, ter
releases.

So, that is what | am tnkng we need industy spe
dc gqube e wW @ ta st o fBdy ta
wel, you can use your troughput dama and knd of a safely
facor O cdodae yor ar emssons rther tan hae O
keep tak of we, dd t g iNnNb a dun fit ad ten fom
te dum o ths bend tnk and then fom tat bend tank
ino something ee.

MS.  FEL s evenybody dear on tat one?

The net one, No. 4, qudance t e@an aeas of

MR.  ORUM: What does that mean?

MS. FEL Okay. Whose wes  that?



MR NATAN Thet wes me As | sad beoe, when |
were four different sources of what was supposed to be in many
cases te wvery same dala element There was the TRI daa
There was the New Jesey DEQL14 data There was the polution
prevenion pan summary and then there was the  poluion  pre-
vertion pen.

In many cases, where it was supposed to be ident
ca, t was not the same number. There were as many emos  on
the TRI fom a tee wee on te ohes So, t wes eely
distriouted. t ooccus to me ta tee ae peope - there

ought to be some store of knoMedge of where those dala ee
ments, idenical daa edemets edst, so tat you dont  hawe
diferet peoge a the same fadily making esimaes o  the
same data.
MR.  SKERNOLIS: Can | ask you a queston?
How different were they?

MR.  NATAN: In some cases as much as 50 perent
MS. FEL s ta dear for everybody?

No. 5 Bvenbody dear about  that?

No. 6, exterd D  wese feament

PARTICIPANT: We understand that  one

Mulice dsoussors]

MS. FEIL [Comment of  microphone]

Everybody Clear?

PARTICIPANT: Coud you just read that agan?
MS. FEL Take advantege of  sauoy  reporting

provisons o] report opportniies for Satuory reform.
MS. HAZEN: s tis the one, repot t© Congess on
burden reduction oppartuniies identiied by the agency?

PARTICIPANT: Yes.

MS. FHEL No. 8 seamine possion for emor
comection procedure.

Compete fadiy ID. proect thet 5 undenay.

MS. FERGUSON: Somebody  said add “successfully.”

MS.  FEL No. 10, 90 pecet repoing e for
deta gethering

No. 11, ensure consistent implementation and en
forcement among regions.

No. 12 ook a quaty and fomat of information
that industy receves fom suppies and  shppes and  make it
el b uwe i

No. 13 eedonc fomat to  speadshest sy D

eimrete Ccaloukion e d

MR FEES Il s mgt add © ta Among  oher
things, in the automated formet.

MS. FEL No. 14, eaude aemae treshdds for
Fom A and R for buden reducton

15 Usshity o Fom R instudions.

16. Provide interpretive guidance on Statutory lan

gege on te kel o efot epeded for daa  odecion

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: That s realy what | meatt by No
10. So, 10 ad 16 ae pety much te sae

MS. FEL That wes gog © be or nt sp b6
combining. s ewenbody - but shee you rased it s ey
body comfotable wih combinng 10 and 167 Ten is 90 percent
repofing ne for  dala  gaheing Skeen sas powde i



suggesting?
MR. FEES: Having suggested 16, | see them not nec

essally dfferet but maybe -  they seem  different Ten s
maybe something of a subset of 16, ahough | wouldnt want to
eimnate it as a spedic - somethng more  spedic. My

suggesion on 16 kind of got to Eds dscusson eaferr H
and Susan Hazen, you know, sot of dscussed back and forth

| st waied O put ta v thee | for oe woud leae
them.

MS. FHL Okay.

17. Use  ocompeted ID. ssems o spedy
Sedion 1 o Fom R

18. Develop engneering standads for aeas  where
ifomation odledion - |  tik ts desk wih wese ds
posl fdes

MR.  ORUM: Claifying  question. What does ‘“exces

sve mean and what happens f you defne  “excessive™? How is
that  used?

MS.  FEL | bdee Suse had put ths u thee
Is that - does anybody remember?

MR, ORUM: s tis the same a te D pecet nie
for -

PARTICIPANT: Why dont we ftable that because the
peson who put it up there isnt hee So, we wil oome bak
0t Tt wes No 18

MR. FEES: t sounded fke she meant instead of an
indvidual fadity o mae an  indisty goup  dewlopng  cer
tan sandads o fados o somehing ke tat tat  EPA
woud @Bke on ta roe That b sot o te way | inepet
it.

MR. SKERNOLIS: I woud ke O ke a sa a tha
I mean, | woud Ifke to ocombne Bobs, Sams and

Suses idea o reay one boader noion  of  industy  spe
cific guidance packages thet currently exst, being expanded
o ok a ungue daa  odlection problems  assodated  wih
guidance packages, standardized methods so that al the indus-
ry peope can use tem and a te reguatos know what  they
ae, where you can acheve oot redudion wih no o ey
e loss n aoouracy o representiativeness o whatever.

MS. FHEL Woud t be eouh fr me © gt ta as
anoher opion o yu tnk it s -

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | am just combinng three into one
N response t© Paus quesion as o what ‘excessve’ mears.
I mean, | dont thnk te issue s so mucth as excessve as
making some evauaion of oot efidcency in the  pocess where
t ol makes sense ta you can do it moe  efidenty  wih
ot a loss o qudlly. Ad you mght hae defaut fados,
such as Sam mentoned, where if you cant achieve some of
et maoe f yu kd o - how good B good emough? n
oher wods, f you can gt 90O pecet o what you wat for a



buck, shoud you spend $10 to gt the eta 10 perent, kind
d a tyg

MR  ORUM I ke ta Tt B a b nmoe poac
tive. When | hear te wod ‘“excessve” | tinkk - you know,
some people have defned the whole progam as excessve and -

MR.  SKERNOLIS - f t & my dia, t b exes
e F it 5 yao dlwgy &t 5 mt

MS.  FEL Oay. We meed D mn by ta S o
ae you ocomfotabe, Pau, ta you have goten te answer o
your  question? That was te one she put up there

MR. ORUM: We, | guesss you kow, the quesion
athough we ae jumpng ahead on the agenda, do we want to
take tose oher tree tings and repace tem  wih  tis  one
consoidated  thing. Ad that s u to the peope who put them
on.

MS. FHEL Oay. lels come bak © taa h a
minute.

Bingng industy t© make changes befoe  they  fie

1999 foms.

No. 20. Cossency in uits in al pogam  aress.

21 Deimt te use and acdvty of the exemp
tions.

MR. BROMLEY: Let me rewie that Say  reestabish
and mantain instead of -

PARTICIPANT: What does it mean, though?

MR. BROMLEY: What | mean is reestabish s - there

has been recenly in the addendum Q&As, other things, the Iim
ihg o te addy o oBh ue aiMes tt & Mt n

futher  reducion, gong  back ., te ot efi
cdency sue aises hee in tat  these for acMty exemp
tons do not take out a maor poton of numbers that ae go
ng O be resing N a Fom R ta tey ae a red buden

reducng sep because they ocout smal  lite  iems, such
paning te studuwal number o dong oher smal iEems
may happen a ower te fadily tat you hae © oout  indk
vidual adiviles gong on throughout te yed.

So, t s a red buden sep - a buden reducng
step. So, tat s what | mean 0 reesbish and t© mantan
s t addess te issue o moor  wvehide  exempion. There
ae issues nght now on te boad of dong away wih o lmt
ng t ta  exempion

MS. FEL Okay. Evenbody  comfortable?

No. 22 wes tha nonone we may o may not  Uuse
looking at eficency and cost Where do you stop? Ad  how
fr do you go? Ad mabe saing up some  defaut  fadors. I
thnk that was an atempt to combne tree ohes tat we are
gong to go bak ower now

Okay. Is tee awhng - we hawe aeady got one
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on the table - amthng that you thnk we shoud combine? If
we do hae taa oe on te tBbe wich oes ae te? 10 b
tet e

What  ele?

MR.  GARNER: Combne 17 and 9.
MS FEL 7 ad 9
MR, FEES: Fe sot o goes dong wih tet too



tk B m qie - 5 b suh a b Be ten 9 o 17, ht
t s d n ta sme wven gen te oesop rEpotg
MS. FEL Be caeful ta when you combne them, ff
you agee wth one but yu dont agree wih pats of another,
dont ocombine them. Make sue tat f tey ray ae te
same thng, tat s gea f they ae nat, be caefl be
case yu dont wat to sa, wel, | dot koow f | shoud
we for tat becase | ke hf o t ad | dot ke te
aher ek

Mulice dsoussors]

Ed.

MR SKERNOUS: | wat yu t gwe me a lte b
ety on ths since Maria  summarly  dismissed my  recommendation
before, | want o modfy & ad ten ocombne & whch &

that -

MS. FHL Noo 6 b t8?

MR SKERNOLS: Yes. k s nt gog D be aded
on. Il woud ke © mody t ad ten ak ta t be reon
sdered, whch & ta whn te oot o industy  spedic
quideines o whaever, tat EPA can, a a fody sepaae
issue ewuae te noion o de  mhms  oconcetaions in
waste steams as beng exempt from the organ.

In the coet  of  industy  spedic Qudeines  ad
uder our tipe pay tat we put together uder 2 - | cant
see the  number

MS.  FEL So, we put ta ower tee wh -

MR SKERNOLS Yes. We cn do t ay way yu wat
| ut wat © gt the noion ot on the Ebe ta
- ad | an not lookng a a 1 pecent number, ust some other
vadue whee EPA ooud make an  ineligent decson tat we are
nt g a woe It o da f w hae a 1 peont -

MS. DOA Buu you ae bascaly saing develop a de
minimis ~ exempton  for -

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Right.

MS. DOA - anmdlogous -

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Analogous the mixure  exemption
o podut Right

MR.  BROMLEY: This s Corey Bromley.

I woud een epand that, de mhms as a - o fre
evaluate de miims exempion across the board or  beyond, to
manufacturing and other USes.

MS. HAZEN: One comment about these kinds of op

tons. | tink any opion tha amnbody wats o put on  the
e © pefedy fre There ae gong © be some  opions,
which we cannot have a lenghy dscusson on because of out
sadg figgion

Ths is probably one of them So, ay opions ae
fre ©o put them on the w@be bu thee ae gong t© be some
which  we cannot havwe lengty conversaons on debate on  for
ot NOW.
PARTICIPANT: You cant have a conversaion but  you
can have comments.
MS. HAZEN: Wd, tat B a posshity oo But
B n Eems o wa we can do wen we dot - we ae mt
g ©O imt ay o te opos ta foks pt on te
thle, but recognze tere ae some tat we ae not gong o



comment on or address.

MS.  FEL We ae tying to ocombne tese ad | won
dr whch one tis s  encompassing.

Mulice dsoussors]

You taked about that this combined a number of
those  options. Which ones ae we taking about? Or does any-
body e wat b ke a sEb a ta? So, f we ae oowig
a bt o tngs hee, ks gt d o toese so you dot hae
unnecessary st n there.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | cant see a the - my combina

MR,  GARNER: I tink | hae gt te numbes |
ik I trk | hae gt 3 10 16 18 ad 2

MS.  FEL lefls do oe & a fme

Thee was falor gudance 1  industy goups. No.
10 was pomoe 90 percent repotng rme  for  dala gathening.
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MR. CHAVBERLAN: Three, 10 and 16 go b - and 18
w b 22

MS.  FEL Hang oo that because | tink Daid -
David, you are not comforable -

MR HES Il am M sue | s e

MS. FEL Do you wat D egan wy o d ywu
not want them to be combined?

MR FES No, | dot A bt 3 ad 10 | dot

see. Ad ten as before, | ddit see 10 - necessaly 10
and 16 | saw some oconnedions. | ddnt see enough t ocom
bine them.

MS. FEIL: Sam, you were suggesng 16 and what
else?

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: 18.

MS.  FEL 16 ad 18 16, povde inepresive
guidance on Statutory language.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | dont see where David - what
hs ooncem ks | dont undestend what his bass for not
thnking that you can combine  them.

MS.  FELL David, do you wat to eqan?

MR FEES | trk 16 & gedic © nepee
gudance and sty  language. Ae you saing tat 10 is
st  acher  wey of inepeing te  sauty  language?

MS. FERGUSON: Ten is more specic, though. I

woud keep 10 as a segpaae  iEem | trk you ooud do 2 o
18 wihot pcdding a 9O pecent leve, bt 90 pecent then
naroas it significanty. They amost hae o be uw tee
separately.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Sam, woud you restate that just as
a - including default assumptions?

MS. FERGUSON: Is 90 percent covered in the oter
oes o -

Mulice dsoussors]

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: f you can get 80 percent of your
data vey easly ad it s accuae, maype it s an 8020
rue. | dont know. Ad te oher 20 pecet ocoss you ten
tmes as much money and twice the resources to get the daa
ad t B m wiah & epdy f t B mt siat n
ems o te fwoa So, & may be 8020 90O | dont know
what the number &



MS. FEL So, shoud | put under 16 just exampe
8020 o 9010, to get nd o 9010 Is evenbody okay wih
that?

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Yes.

MS. FEL Okay. Awhing ese that goes wih 16
now? 18? Is tat te ned suggesion?

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | tougt we were tying t do
that - Suse had 18
MS. FEIL: Develop  engineering  sandads for  areas

where information colected are extensive relatve o] aocuracy
o infomeation.

MS. FERGUSON: | tink you coud eimnate 18 wih
s t 5 mwv -

MS. FELL Okay. Bvenybody okay wih that?

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: But you have to remember one

thing. The ky wod tee s ‘@ o efot for daa oo
cion” and you might want ®© add the tm ‘and accuracy’
because oolecing data s one ting but the accwacy of @ that
data s what you ae referencng. So, tose ae two key ds
it ements o data oolecion.

MS. FEL Okay. That vl of efot and accuacy
up here.

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Yes.

MS. FEL Anhing ese that - No 22, wes that
ey W tyig b sy d o ths? So, we sod gt
o No 22

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Except for the botom pece o it

MS. FEL n te ooext -

MS. DOA: The de minims.

MS. FEIL - without the de minmss exempion for
waste and oher  uses

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | thougt Ed was resaing No. 6
n thet ooniext
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MR, FEES: Ad te oher tng | tik thee
dd some ©k awout 3 gding med o tee
MS.  FEL Okay. Three was tlor qudance t I+

dusty  groups. Does tat ft wih something else?

MR FEES | trk niely we watd ©O put &
wh ta 10 16 18 ae | gt ddit se & bu -

MS. FERGUSON: Wel, but it ocoud be broader. Even
on how t© ocompete te fom vesus defaut  values. Taioring

gudance can be useful for buden redudion across the  board,
| think Thet ooud be a a bwad as te tanng ad educa
fon efot it doest hae © be <sedc © dak \vae
G’ -
MR. FEES: Or daa oolecion -
MS. FERGUSON: — best management practice. That
coud be a taning thng So, dependng on how you \view
thett &t ocoud be sgpade o 9l

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | guess, ocoud we eqand that
thought to addess a oconcem in No. 10, cost of complance for
smd  companes? | ssvw Noo 3 w hee as - yu konv EPA nmay

want to  consder having  technical gudance to  smal companies
thet cant affod the oost of daa coledion and whee EPA
coud gve them technical guidance t© minmze te oot or
develop some sandads o assst tem in geting the daa



MS. FHEL Was tat an eame o No 3?

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: That is what | was thnkng about

MS.  FHEL Dd yu sy -
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That s an exampe? That s capuing -

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Maybe training, technical guid-
ave e ogea o ofea | dont know.

MS. FERGUSON: | ddnit wat t© oombne thet I

wanted t©O go bak to 20 ad gwe some exampes that ae more
spedic becase we ket of te wod ‘epoing N fot o
‘unit” I woud mody tat ocosseny h mrEpoing uns
I would say chemical nomendature and reporting periods.

MS. FEL Consisency in repotng  uns -

MS. FERGUSON: Chemical nomenclature and reporting
periods.

MS.  FEL Okay. Any  oher combinaions o anything
ke tat? Combaionrs & reay what we ae kg for

MR.  SPRINKER: I am mt sue f the one | suggested,

looking a the background information, mght pehgps ft b
that as a supat of ta in ta, you kown, | an nat  sue
for eampe, i EJ gats some inomaton, tat tey ae saying
we hae gt so many pats per bilion of ths, so may pats
pr mion o ta migam per fEr o ts ad moogam
- severa micograms  per  iter of that, al of which - you
know, dferet - you hae got four oonversons tere to  be
e O rmrEpot h pounds. You hae gt a kbt o buden i
tying 0] recaoie d these.

t s pobeby eser for a gy empoyer than
ks say for a smdler empoyer. s tee a way D sandad
e the infoomaion peope ae acualy geting out  fom the

diferet - in te was ta tey ae podudng, which s

behg shpped to them, tat woud reduce that burden enor

mously. | dont know. Wes ta -
MR.  SKERNOLIS: Yes.
MS.  FEIL Are  you suggesing we combine  something?
MR.  SPRINKER: Wel, | an not sue i tat ocomes out

as a Subset of what Suse has suggested o i tis s geting
- tis nt ogeting bak -
MS.  FEL Which number are you ftaking about up

here?

MR. SPRINKER: Shoot. | cant read those numbers.

MS. HEL Td me whch oe -

MR.  SPRINKER: 12, | tink Look a quaity -

MS. FEL Lok a quaty and fomat of informaton
that industy receves fom  suppies and  shippers. s tat -

MR.  SPRINKER: Yes. 12, right

MS.  FEL You ae tking about combning that wih

which ather oe.

MS. FERGUSON: 2, | tk she -

MR.  SPRINKER: With 20, perhaps. Actually, maybe -
| e ta bak t my nmt oqie be a f& becase | dont
thnk under 12 tat acualy fis under te EPA pogam et

MR.  SKERNOLIS We, & me g bak a sep Org,
you ae tkng about exady what | am  tkng about, which
5 oy tee ae odher industy seos, who |tk had



simiar problems, the mining industry being anather abvious
one, which s devdlopng whee you hae daa  ooledion  bant
es, ke yu ae tkng dout right now, wheher they be
coss tat ae smpy tednicad  baners Most of te infor
mation we get on waste steams, for example, is in TCLP con
centaions for whch tee & no fomuda o oomveson o put
te s

So, when you ocome up aganst probems ke that,
developing standardized methodologies, not just for the regu-
bted ocommunty, but in my vew just as impotat for the
reguators so tey know what the bounds of behavior are for
the peope fling ot te foms ad we ae not  inconssent
enforcement about methodology and how to prepare the -

MS. FERGUSON: Now, 20 had a boader oonext | am
realy focused on the environmental reporing requirements EPA
5 adminseing uder feded laws So, f we ooud gt ke

unis, ke names, |lke ocommon repotng pefiods, ten you can
do te oonsoidated repotng  systems tat we  ae  askng for
n 5 o 4 o waee nmumber ta b There ae some  fit
sep tings you hae t do to be ade t aoss it u together
f we cant get the whoe ting, maybe we can get
pat way tee by geing o te peces
MS. FEL Bob, dd you hae a ocomment o make?
MR.  STEDEL: Wel, | had a tread because | ddnt
want to lose ths concept of de mmimis because | know it i
not vety popular. Buu if we g bak to dewlopng data quak

ty obecves and we st those obedives, ten | koow  ny
confidence  intenval. Then | kow my aggegate emr and |
knoow my aggegate emor, | auomaticaly know what | can  ac
cept as de mnims. So, tat B a geat oot O keep, as
bng a we ae gihg © woak on daa quaty obedives.

MS. FEL Okay, whee - | am oofused as o what
you ae -

MR STEDEL: | dot kow & & a consodaion
t s a tread beween two conoegps  hee | dont know i we

ae gong b ty © do tet bt | an &t syg ta f we
accept the de minms concept and we accept the dala  qualty
obectves, we have a method to make those two  wok  together.

MS.  FL Oay. St s &g a amet t B
not ray somehng t do
MR.  SKERNOLIS: | tink he might be suggesing that

my od 6 can be combined wih whatever numbers data quality

MS. FEL Wih  which  one?

There s nohing new up here BEventhing s now  on
ts we

MR, SKERNOLS: Bu | cant see numbers So, | -

MS F: I kow Tet 5 wy | wes ©ig D
wite them so we ooud al see them agan and dvide them so
you coud see what you havwe done.

Wat to just gve me a mnue I wl rewie tem
SO yu can  see Wouldtfmbgkebfuf?
Mulice dsoussors]

Bob, your last comment, ae there two of them up
hee tat - © tee some dange | need O be making O cap
e what you ae saig o B it oovered? f tese two ae



MR.  STEDEL: Wd, | tik mabe & n g be

added © No. 6 a in oot of industial spedic - | cant
reed thet

MS.  FEL Guidelines. Develop de mnimis  exemption
for  weste. What woud | add?

MR.  STEIDEL: You ocoud add that data qualty obec

tves, DQOs, wil povide aggegae emr and defre ‘de mink

MS. FERGUSON: Ad a sense o daa acouacy. |
thnk oher peope ae usng “de mnms’ n  pehaps  another

MS. FEL Okay. s tee awhhng -  tee b
nohng ese © oombne, one thig we oodd do s - | am go
o rewite tem quidkdy just so the ones tat ae combined
you cn se ad tey ae nat d ol the pace They ae
being aossed off

thee s a It of ageeme, we dont hae o gt nd of ay
thing. But | tik | need a e bt o feedback fom some
body a@bout whee t go wih that
MS. HAZEN: What do you mean by ‘redisic?
MS. FEIL | mean that sometmes when you brain
stom, we encourage peope to put up amything that comes into

woes, ta peope ddit ey tik ta wes gig © hap

pen. They dont thik &t & an idea ta EPA tat wl adopt

So, why waste our tme wusng that as our recommendaton when
we ooud be suppating srongy someting  else. That s the

knd of ting that usualy ges weeded out when you mul

t s someimes hepfl t© ocombne tings tat you
can wie for togeher, whch s what we just dd To me that

tat nobody Ay & so sogy aot N te st pace
They just sot of came to ter head and it gt uw tee
Oa? So ta s wa yu cn

f tee ray aent ay o tose ad you ik
that ewenbody fees wvay comfoisbe wih te tings tat ae

smiar to what we hae done some of the oher tmes, which is
break up inb goups, have you ook a tese opions in your

small groups and come up wih some recommendatons as  four
groups.

f somebody tinks tat thee s a ot of ageement
today for some reason that there hasnt been other days and we
can al come t some ageement on what is here adready, that
5 adher way © @O Bu | gquess | dont tirk that B pob
aby d ta radc wih ts may peoge N the room



MR,  FEES: Where do we get the feedback fom EPA on
te bainsoming ideas, whch s what s 0 te  begmning
tomorrow -

MS. PRICE I tink we wee panng tat we woud
get trough these things, oget tese ideas up hee -

MR. FEES: So, we ae admeady ahead of schedue s
what you ae saying

MS. PRICE Ad ten we woud ten mape tke a look
aa tem and tty and povide you al with some feedback about
whch ones, ke we cant do legly o whaever and then
maybe move fowad wih the mulirvoting. So, maype now is
nt te tme © do that Maybe we jut fgee o  tee &
anymore combining tat can be done and ten we wil hae to
ke a look a al tese opions ad fgue f we see aymoe
- f we can povide you a wth some feedback on, you know,
EPAs poston on  some o tese

MR, SKERNOLIS t mgt be hepl t© ke a Ilte
tme to get feedback from peope who have negaive  feelings
about any because some of these might be - we can modiy.

You know, there are language problems or  whatever that  get
peope greater comfot levd and we a lkast mabe ought to
sot tat out but EPA delberates about  them.

MS. FEL Okay. We cn send a ooupe mnues on
each one just geting some comments on them.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Or just hawe peope say, you know,
pk oe ot ad H v - pk M ot ad & v wa b
wong with tem and kfs see i we can medate some of that
now before EPA -

MS. FHEL Oay. Sse db ywu wat b -

MS. FERGUSON: Just a coupe of comments.

Some o te iems ae sequenadd in tat tey need
to happen before some of the oter ones can ocour, particu-

By wen yu ae tkg f®dy ID t s d ded r
potng and our peces - so tat tere s a logca omer
that you woud proceed f you were dong some of those iEems.

Some of these maybe more impotant from a  reporters
perspecve or  maybe more  impotant fom  a  regulator's  per-
spective. We may hae dfferent views on them and it woud be
good o hae ta dscusson, too, © see what kind of prio-

ty we wodd pt on tem | dot kow tet | wold ty D
gimnae of tem a ts pot n tme | tik you need
futher anayss befoe you can cary t ta  much  futher,
buu ff tat knd o heps shape  yor tomomows  discussion,
just some thoughts.
MS. FEL Okay. f we ae g © @ touwgh tem
and have people's comments or changes, do you thnk it would

be hepl for me t© ke fve mnues now and rewie them,
sO you can see them, see what we hawe adready put together
wh  what? O b ywu wat b B g af? | am ‘e’ ad
s d o te e

I tik &t woud be hepl becase | cant ewen
el what goes wih what right now ad it ony tkes about two
MiNUtes. So, why dont we just take te minutes.

MR.  BROMLEY: Before you get sated | tink  there
5 one you can pobdby - t B nat uigue but a least |
dont tink tee s ay podem wih No 1, beter e
fon ad use o o Sgiicant dgis. Has ambody got an



opposion o that? | woudnt thnk ta ambody woud on
thet That 5 prety non-contoversial

MS.  FEL Wel, we may go through them and dedde
that.

MR BROMLEY: I kow. | was saig tee B o
sense in -

MR FEESS  Mabe | need - maybe | can add someting
that might be comroversah  Hae EPA repot in te PDR  two
sgnficant  digis. Go bgyod st what te rmoEr B p
plying.

Mulice dsoussors]

MS.  FERGUSON: Mr.  Chaimman, a  process  selection,
shce we ae dose O lunch adready -

MR. FEES: That s what we are debatng.

MS. FERGUSON: Ad f it bheps you te shuties o
the mal mn on te howr and haf houwr

MS. FEL Okay. Do you wat © bek for ndh
ight now? Ths s gong t ke awxher mayje for o fve
minutes.

MR FEES We cn bek for udh now k meas we
need O be bak hee in ore how

MS. FERGUSON: Since we are ahead of schedule, can
we me tt an how ad a i o B ha -

MR. FEES Wel, that s an howr and 15 mnues be
cacse we wl be bak a 1 odok

Whereupon, at 1145 am, te meetng was  recessed,
to reconvene a 110 pm, the same day, Wednesday, May 27,
1998.]

O N SESSION [110

@)
FEL: We dot hae a hdf an hor aymoe We
hae gt aout 20 mnues Wat we ae gag ©O ty D do &
take comments on tese We wil just open u te foor ad
et people comment.

| an nt gog © wie tem d ok Tey Wl be
in te mnues and peope fom te EPA ae hee t©o hear them.
So, | tik ta wl gwe yu moe oppotnty © 0 Speak o,
Mke, you @ ae

MR ECK Comments on tree o tem ad | am usg
your new numbering  system  now.

No. 11 s ino receved fom suppies and  shippers,
s D ue Ts 5 sot of a oomment and sot o a dat
fication. I wonder i tat woud indude, ocoud indude ex
tending the Suppler notfication provisons fom product o
cetain - weste tansfer to  sot  of accommodate our RICRA  waste
teatment or our PO2W friends. That s a comment

pm]



On No. 12, which has now moved beyond the electronic
format -

MS. FEL Dd yu gt tett you gws o shd
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Okay. Lets wie tem dowmn then.

MR. ECK Why dont you wuse the same number system?

MS. FEL Okay. No. 11, wes ta?

MR ECK Yes. Why dont you put commens a the
op W 0 we dnt gt bt h te -

MS. FHL Okay.

MR ECK Yes, t waes for No 1L Btend  suppler
naiiicaion o wese?

MS. FHL Okay.

No. 12

MR ECK No. 12
term  “spreadsheet” here s beng used as a sot
Bm © ipy eedoic cokion o fF N g wa B
being proposed is the spreadsheet Fom R that
discussed at length. In other wods, there may be some im
poements on te AFR besdes the spreadsheet shle,  yes. So,
tt 5 sat o b 12

Then my lbst lae it adone comment, No 15 inter
peive gudance on  sautoy bBguege e o efot I
wonder f EPA woud proceed on ths as they hawe proceeded in
developng some of the  complance standards, te  technology
for  compliance. In oher wods, woud EPA suwvey sies at
vaious  industies tet had ether the bet avakbe o some
represeniaive of Some awerage  daa taddng  abity and e
o efot for daa odedion ad ten dewlop Sandads? I
am sot of undear on how that woud be done

k mgt be nee D kov fr wha we we Tet B

Soreadshest sy, | wonder iF the

all.
MS.  FEL Okay. So, tose ae  your questons.

MR, ECK: Questions, comments, suggestions, clarif
cations.
MS. FHEL Oay. Do yw wat © qddy ty D -
these realy ae questors. | guess what | thought we were
gong to get was more comments or, you know, agree and dis
agree. f tese ae quesionss, do you wat o ty o quiddy
- can we quicky answer them o ae these big discussions?
PARTICIPANT: Ae you ready for dsousson o ae

you just -

MS. FEL Wel, | tik tat we hae haf an hour
mv b gt as muh aa we @ = Tomoov - ten we hae D
move on to somehing else Tomomow the EPA is gong to oome
bedk | gquess ad tk nmoe doout tem Do you wat © - do
you thnk we shoud just get these quesions done o -

MR,  CRAWFORD: I woud just red through ff  peope
want t daiffy some ponts tat you hae rased adready o -

MS. FEL Oay. Ay dher -

MR, SPRINKER: I trk on 11, oe o the tngs |
dd mean was - | daiied was to, | guess, edend tat to
repoting on  waste. Let me think Thee was a far amout of
discussion. | am nat qie sue whee tis fis n Oe o

these days | Wl gt ued B these dasses these  biocas
bt te issue o accuacy o confdence  imits, you know, fo



asng on - | wl toss ot a number - a 9B pecet oonf
dence imt, tat te numbes you ae repotng  ae  accuae,

based on te infomaion you have, | tink s something that
maybe needs a bt more, pethaps, explanaion fom EPA I
thnk that is an impotant concept because it s - | mean, as
soon  as someone sees a number, they assume - most of the gen

eral  pubic assumes those numbers have a cefan degee  of
accuracy to them.

MS. FEL Okay. So, yu ae sang you need moe
epanaion on  that s ta oored?

MR SPRINKER Yes. I woud ke D s - mape
is somehing we need to spend some tme taking about I
woud lke te EPAs feedback on that, on te whoe ooncept of
accuracy  or  ooffidence  imts of the numbes tat ae  re
poted what they ae reay soding fo, how O reach  higher
accuracy from those numbers.

MS. FHL Okay.

Jon.

MR. STONE: Jon  Store.

| hae some real probems wih No. 11 wih a sup
pier knowng what a ocustomer s dong wth te wase that s
generated. We can tl te customer al the hazadous con
stituents. We cn tl the customer the SARA®P) 313
repotables and how much is  there Bu ten we hae no oon
td oer how tha podud s uwed o whee i goes afer it
s ued and | am not oonident that what the suppier shoud
have ooty as far as ta gog © te wase st because
a lot of cusomes buy a wvery smilar produt fom a number of
diferet supples and you ae gong o hae a ra mx in
thet wese fow.

MS. FEIL Okay. Other  comments?

MR CRAWFORD: Just for EPAs  daiicaion, |
guess, the way | read the oignad was tere woud be a san
Cadzed fomat that  suppies  woud use, raher tan  just
tgghg on infomaion on te MSDS s it kB ready avakbe
and usabe vesus tat the suppler o  te  oignd mixure
use may fresut in, however, tat | am satng t© not  unde-
stand about  your  comment

A gt A each pot, tee woud be suppler
noicaion bescaly ad adfer a uwe o a maed ad it
becomng a waste that gets managed of ste, tat there be
suppier  notfication  based on  te ocotent of te wese fom
that peson who used the materal

MR.  GARNER: Justt folowing up on what Tm sad, |

ik ta f we o ta genear ndicion € woud
make more sense 0 peope, as the generator of the waste that
woud noify te teament fadiy tat & has gt x  peoent
o y TR demc

MR. CRAWFORD: Was that the noton that was brought
up n ealer -

MR GARNER I tk I thik tat B wa Me

Spinker  bougtt uw, whch s  dieret than a  suppler  not
fcaion for a new podut, whch s ray wha 11 speaks b

MR. STONE I can hande that that supplier becomes
a generaor. Then | woud hae no probem.

MS.  HEL Oay. | am gy 0 ad t on b yur



comment.

MR SPRINKER Can | ad a Ife daicaion
that, to, I possbe? What | was thig O gt a hee wes
how do you make it less budensome, easer for the peope who
ae dong these  cacuations of what s ocomnhg in on te waste

sream o trough whatever rue t© be ade o cacdae ther

numbers  from? I mean, the buden issues arent just what EPA
imposes in EPA foms, bu, you know, fnding, pehaps, a san
dad fomat f you woud for repoting the infomaon or

sendng the informaion to peope dong fteament and  so  on,
so tey wl kow wha tey ae adudy handing wihot haw
ing t do, you know, hundeds or hundeds of thousands of ca-
culations.

MR.  STEIDEL: | just wated to folowup. No. 5
develop onestop rmpoing © awd  dupication s ta jut
an exdenson of what EPA s deady dong for that? Just so |
understand what one-stop reporting means.

MS.  FHEL s tat a quesion?

MR.  STEDEL That s a quesion O b tat wha
anybody else reads o  that question?

MS. CAN: I was the oe ta bougt uwp te e
of onesop repotng N the S of  Massachusets. | dont
koow wheher it woud be legd © do in the feded kv o
no, bt & woud be idedly te thhg D do

MR ORUM Coud | rase a bg onvos oe ta |
forgot this moming?

This  shoul have been rased way back under inter
ests and tat is to pomote souce reducion  for  burden  reduc-

fon h repoting Thee B a whoe fdd o  oppotnly
thee tat we haent touched on
MS. FEIL Any other comments?
Fine. We ae fve mnues ahead of schedule
Tm, you ae on
MR.  CRAWFORD: Creat.

Wel, tark  you That wes d vy hepd and |
hooe we d hae a dace o ©@e a bk a ta suf ad gwe
you a last an intel feedback on some of the issues o oo
cems o bascaly te bty tat we cn se wih some o
those and gwve you enough tme tomomow to round of or round
up maybe a quesion or concem.

Wet we woid ke © do mow B g0 oer a moe B
caused aea o buden redudon for repotes ad tat s A
raled t© te maeiadl tat we passed ot pevoudy and  the
analysis of changes o the atemate threshod posiions.

Agan,  ewenyore has gt tat?

| guess in absenteeism -

MS. PRICE Ken Geiser ocoudnt be here today, but
he took a look a the issue paper and wote Up Ssome commens,
whch he sent N © me whch | am gog © duke © yu
a ut so yu hae tem

Agenda ltem: Introduce/Review EPA/OMB/SBA Issue
Pagper on Fom A

MR.  CRAWFORD: Okay. We woud Ilke to take sufi
cent tme to wak trough ths repot and make sure  evenyone
understands its content and, indeed, clarify any ouestions you
may have and poentaly have enough discusson in time o
thnk about it tha we can pol ad kid of gt some ideas



and impressons that you might hae
Shoud | take some tme now and let you read through
Ken's ocomments o maybe | wil jut go ower genedly what |

pen © do

The issues paper tat we passed o, it s a oot
ceted effot betveen EPA, OMB and SBA 1t provide everyone
wih an obecve peper tat tkes o posions, but bascaly
lys ot some of the suggesions and changes o Fom A as i
anmety  exss. Some o ta s t© sy te  pocess
thet fadites go tough © we te oament opion ad  then
some consderaion on eqandng te eighity and  make it
poertely ussbe by fdiss tet  aet  dgde  now

Jut © gw yu a bt o badgound, | dont know
f yu hd much tme © read ts ad | apdogze for it not
geting o you earfer There was a degee of bak and foth

on some language, but | think it does represent someting that
a te agendes ae wvay hgpgpy D peset on s el

Okay. Some  background  information. The  altemate
teeshod o the Fom A was oignay, | woud say, oconceved

by some concept papers that were passed over from SBA  back in
maybe 191 and that deweloped into a tem of discussion  be
wween SBA ad EPA ad frdy resued o a pefon and
then a smiar petion was receved by EPA fom te Ameican
Feed Industry Association thet asked for burden reduction,
esenidy gy ther eie SC Coke © be B o o
the reporing requirements of TRI.

So, we hawe  bascaly addressed boh of those ocon
cems, using authoity  provided in Section 2130 ad thet
s ®© mody te treshdds by ceating a goup o  industies
o a dass o demcak Thee s some fexdiy tee on
how a goup can be tageted

Bu wih tat aihoiy, tee s some  Imiation
and we hae tied to desaobe that in the body of te paper on
page 2 You wl see tat tere s a requiement that EPA
maintain reporting on a  substantal amount  of  information  on
te Kk o ftc cemcas So, tat s something tha needs
o be cowdered in a o tese vaious opions suggested o
what we might be ade o do futher

Whee we ae gt nov s OMB has gven us an exen
sn on te Fom A doMg fdiess D ue t for te
net omce o repoing. That eqpes, touwh a te ed o

August So, we need to prepae essetaly a folonrup  docw-
met to the one tat | tik you had receved een eale,
the ineim  repot, and  evauae how  effecve it was 1996

repoing and generdly characteized where te Fom A s now
in providing burden, that  we estimated.

There s aso te - wel tis pooess s vay much
pat of our being abe t addess a vaiey of comments. We
had an ICR emsson odedion requet tat was out for pubic
comment and we receved a handll  wihin  ths ICR  approva for
te Fom A for edended use Those ocomments have to be ad
dessed, but we ae hopng to get some more focus here and
that into our oonsderaion as we go t© OMB agan and see
where the Fom A shoud be for the nedt yea.

So, te mpot tat we hae bBd okt B bascay n
three different sections, some background information, some
general  dafisics on s cument  use, some  esimates of  po



el use tat s out there, based on repots tat we see
that aent n Fom A o Fom As ta wee submited o -
excuse me - Fom Rs that were submited that appear to be
gighe based on ther waste amounts of Foom A use - @O
trough some of the suggested optons on  modfying te  recept
o Fom A o modfying what a fadity has to do to compy
wih ths atemale treshod and ten some ohes tat  epad
oy te ety

f you can dred yor atteion to page 3 page 3
and 4, these ae some dSatisics from 1996 data, ety aggre-
gae levd, bt can gwe you an indcaion of whee Fom A s
n s dedvenes gt now Oignady, we had  esimaed
that it woud appy to about 25 pecent of te foms ta we
receved back when the nrlemaking happened and that was in
1994, What we adudy hae in tems of recept of Fom A s
abot 10 percent but we havwe looked a some of the waste of
tia - wel, & me bak uw ad gve you a gened howv Fom

the Statutory thresholds, the waste management
- o te achity threshods and employee  threshods, you can
then tke a ook a your, say, waste management adivites and
f your toa production-related waste, your 81  through 87,
do not exceed 500 pounds, you can appy an atemate threshold
of 1 miion pounds, tat s 1 miion pounds manufaciured or
processed or otherwise used.

Provided that you dont exceed that, you can  submit
Fom A ad yu ae esseay not a covered fadiy under

313 requirements. You submit essertialy a certiication
statement tat you have met these condtons and EPA  refains
that and makes t aalbe a fa a jut a1 indcaion i

the dagbase tat that fadiy had a cdemcd ta wes ef
gible.

Some of the suggested changes are that ether the
waste management amount might be modified - and we wil get
o tat in te lter pat of the dooument - o tat the
aemate threshold coud be mocified o potentaly make
foks, who gt now aent n  tat poeay 26 peoent
zone - f you ae lookng a page 4, te 154 percent of
those Fom Rs ta we receved in 1996 that appear o be €k
ghe to wue Fom A based on ther poducioelated  waste
amounts, some of those, some fracion of those, may not be
eligble because  they  manufacture or process o othemwise use
greaer  than a milion pounds.

So, oe modiication o increase eighity woud
be © r@se te 1 milion pounds to somethng geater and that
esserialy fom these daa coud oy gt yu ten to a 26
peroent use.

Jut o go ahead and pont ou a coupe of sats
ics hee, gt now we hae aou wd, 15 pecet o the
fadiies acdly do tke advantage o te Fom A in some
capaciy. There s axther 26 pecent that appear © be eF
ghe, but ta, agan, tee ooud be some Imiaions  why
they ae mt



one o moe Fom As mght be possbe. t was aound 41 per
cent.

| guess mw t wadd be fre © W g Mo s
cussing some of the changes that coud be made to ether in
g2 Wy o Fom A o ety dgoe fdies ad
O make it eser for tem on ter submssons wihout realy
changng te  €ighity level One  suggesion tat was  made
duing the comments was to alow mulipe chemicas t be re
poted per certiication fom.
wad, but when we oignay wee abde o impement ths,
thee wes a auxh © gt t doe n fme ad tee wes a nead
to ensure that the management of a Fom A was handed appro-

piy.  So, &t wesit an ogoon for oo fit yer impe

We have goten comments from  faclies tat are

abe o apy Fom A for a maoity of ther chemicas and one
o ter pmay ompans gt now ks sSmpy tat tee i
d a faily subsantal peper trackding exense thet they
hae to go trough just t© submit  te  ceffcaion  Staement
and the cefficaion Satement now - sory, | dont hae an
eanpe - B about o bg ad it & pge 1 o te
fadity e infomation, 5 a rmrpeat fom Fom

But ths opion woud smpy be - it woud not re
qure  rdemaking  acivty. t s dg9mpe dages © te fom
b dw fdes D dw fades D H eh o te

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Tim, ocoud | ask a quesion just in
terms of the mult-chemical approach?

Would the documentation requirement as evidence of
beng uder te treshdd Sl be requed on  a  consiuent
by constiuent basis?

MR.  CRAWFORD: The satus of a Fom A fir nmat be
ng eseidy a ooweed fadly we pobsby need © 0 hik
abot ts a Qe bt moe b tee - n te daue
there 5 not speciic recod keeping requirements for fadi-
fes et dont tp threshads, reparing thresholds.

So, te Fom A submisson esseialy apphving B a
fadiy tat woud nmot be ocoveed for ta  chemicd,  athough
we have recod keeping requrements for the Fom A to substan
e tat yu ae eghe for Fom A ae poeidy s
than what te Fom R might require.

MS. DOA f yu ae a ooweed fdly, yu ae
requred ®© repot te inomaion n 313G, whch s o
mgin on - t B te sf on te Fom R | tik whet Tm
5 sang wh te aeraive teshod sSce you  hae an
aemative threshald, f you dont exceed 1 miion pounds,
you ae not requred t ocompy wih Secion 313G) You are
no loger a coeed fadiy. The recod  keepng  requiements

appear and we needed t Bk adbot oounsd a e bt but
appear 1 agpy D tose peope who ae  covered  fadiies.



So, the aswer 5 we need © gt bak © you

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | was just cuious in terms of your
presentation whether there are cost savings assocated with
record keeping because  you ae not  requiing constivent  in

that  approach. You ae not requiing constuent by  consttu
ent -

MR.  CRAWFORD: Wel, each constiuent would be iden
fied n ts muidemcd Kig t  woddit be de

faed Ay by haing muipe chemicads sbmited on  one
ceficaion  seemet, bt b te et ta tee b

recod keepng requrements for Fom A submissons  now, it
woud sl be n efed ad & woddit be a recod keeping

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Okay.
MR. CRAWFORD: The simple savings here would be ba-
scay te ftadig o peces o pgper  and  hopefly,  that
coud be reduced een a the dSae levdd when tey then po
cess the number of peces of paper tat tey have O submit
Ad, lagey, for an exampe, | mean, tis came in fom an
industy tat has muije chemicas per fadily but most o
them egbe for the Fom A Ad for tem © hae D
peces of paper versus one o W s just an appar-

g_

Any other - Paul?
MR.  ORUM: To folomup on your answer before, |
mean, tis sounds ke a good ida to me muipe chemicals
for oficaion bt s B te i tme | hae head
anything t suggest that there woud not be - tat Fom A
fles  ag n fq nt  ooweed fdiess for te  puposss
esabishng the recods tat ae needed 0 demonstrate
thet, yes, tey looked ad tey foud ths They looked at
how much chemica tey used and ths was the resut
Ae you suggesting ten that tis is  unenforceable?
MR,  CRAWFORD: No. They ae - | mean, tee woud
be a mExr wvdaon | te fdy eher ddit sbmi a
Fom A o swbmited a Fom A ta they were not €igbe
ke advantage of f nohng wes suomted by a fadiy and
t was deemined tat they met te sautoy  treshods,  they
ae a nondier.
f tey siomt a Fom A ad tey weent e€ighe
submt a Fom A tey ae aso a noien
MR ORUM lels pt t ths ae Oe o te adar

ttges of a Fom A o haing it peiod a opposed o, say,

Q.

having nothing, is tat i you have a ocommunty and somebody
ges ad loks ad tey sy oh | trk ts  fdy redy
uses a ot of chemicas and tey migt go in cefan droum
Stances to a cizens sut o somethng to make tat company
report f yu hae te Fom A ta sas o, we loked ad
we ue it bt it s beow ts amout, tey know they dont

hae to do that So, te oompeteness of te repotng s one
o te beaes o te Fom A You dont lose ta o o te
Sysem ertiey.

| jut wat to make sue tat you ae not  saying
that for some puposes ke tat that te recods woudnt be
requied be established and manigined  tat  woud esahiish
that, you koow, the ocompanes dd ook and dd dedde, yes, in
fact tey had less tan 500000 put anay.



MR. CRAWFORD: But that they had exceeded the statu-
oy threshalds? Right

MR, ORUM Roht That they wee -

MR. CRAWFORD: That is options that are brought up
wihn tis sedon o te pape, o, © te et o nat
submiting anything, basicaly, Fom A being a modified
threshad that would apply as the Statutory thresholds apply.
|l W ¢ D toe a& -

MR.  ORUM: So, that can be consdered a ocomment on
that.

MR. CRAWFORD: Okay.

W | wl ty o make ts Fom A dsousson as
nNeresing as possbe, bt for one tig | W st - | am
gatefl tat we hae a goup ta we can kind of shae the
buden of lookng a buden redudion wih kI s a good ded
o tme ta we spend tikng adout tese things n dedl,
making sure we have charaderized them popely, but it s

ne foo oe o hand t of o an ogedve gop o a last
anoher goup and have you gwe us feedbackk bt it s aso
nce to kow ta we ae not savmming in the same sea together
ad we can shae ts - sue Maia woud ke -

MS. DOA Oe tig | wod ke o ad ad it &
te tmng e for te tings, the opgions woud not change
te Fom A eighiy, ke mulipe chemicaks for cerfiica-
ion !

who haes & why youu woud hae i becasse  you ke - f
eenbody pety much fkes a ot of  muipe chemicas  per
certification, we  woud ke © g fowad immediately  and
recommend it to our management so that the programming can
sat for the auomated Fom R

So, foo ts fit thg peee keep tat N md

MS. PRICE So, fomatwise, do you want to Qo
though each o te subbules under tis fist and ten go
trough them al agan and get comments from people about what
tey ke o dit k?

MR.  CRAWFORD: | tink that s pobably beter At
ket n ts sedon, we cn wak twough ad | thk tat s
een how the agenda s kid ou, that we can egan a te
vaious  options. Some acaly woud requre rmdemakng f we
weent gohg o reque a  coffcaion saemet a4 but
that you can fuly undersand those and we can have a dscus
son based on ts yu kow, nat  hoeasng  eigbiy  but
modiying the procedures that we have in pace  now.

MS. PRICE Okay. So, go twmugh each one o them,
take some daifying cquesions and leaxe enough tme to  then
g back trugh tem and st where peope thnk they are good
o hae Bsues o @ whaeer

MR.  CRAWFORD: | thnk that sounds more  productve.

Yes?

MR LATY: | an Jn lay fom OMB ad | woud jst
lkek to aso suggest in te ocomments puely fom the foks who
fle tese things, tese ae ideas that came fom comments
fom  dfeent foks, bt | woud be vy ineresed ©  hear



what you tink about whether these tings woud realy  reduce
buden o not o, for exampe, ocombnng al o te foms

The fit one o these opions reay does nat
change in ay way the eigbity  requirements, the record
keepng requrements or anything else abot the way the Fom A
pogam  works. Al it does s ocombne al o te nrpots on
oe fom tat s te chemcas on one fom insead of f
ing separate forms.

That woud requre a far amount of progamming and
changing of data management fom EPA Do you thnk that is
woth 2 Does that sae you ay buden? Ad for some o
these oher opions aso, you kwow, what do you foks think
about these?

MR. CRAWFORD: Okay. Good  point.

Okay. So, I wl st go twugh and a each poit
feel free t ak awy daifying quesions whasoever and  then
we wl moe bak © tem ad gt a muh sene h te way o
guestions.

Suggesion B is combnhg the repoting foms in
such a way ta pimaly te goal of ths opion woud be
eimnate some of the duplicative repetiion, thet wiing

t may be eiet o tem They may hae head
t mape ot by st cdling aenon o them. So,
essentialy this combined reparting fom essentialy 5 having
one cover shest of fadity level information that everybody
woud repot and then folovup woud be a quesion, ae you

don sot of the fadity infoomaion more tan  once, but  then
aso haing each fadiy recogize thet Fom A i an  opion
ad ta tey oosdr & for ter adMies a oposed D
ting to look for a sepaae foom tat may be in te report
ng  padae.

about

egighe for Fom A on ts opio? f s, B te demd
ad  sn

f nott you need t oonsder ad repot on al the
aher eemerts  foloning. So, t B esedy an  aached
fom. s tee awy quesions?

Commitee  member; Wel, | tink the same question
as agpes © te it opin t & pobby pemaue

What s your daa studue gong t© bk ke @ atewads?
Because many tmes peope wil do a smpe cout of foms or
they wl do te number of chemicads ta ae invoved N a
facility.

So, we may take some paiy bewveen the count under
the Fom A ad te ocut uder the Fom R so tat we dont
misead  peope. t & easly addessed n  pbic  reease
documernts. But a lkast it s something for you ®© thk
about.

MS. DOA We hae tked about ths and ke on the
ft oe and | guess t woud be on te second one too, but
the fit one s a good exampe When te fom is receved by
the repotng ocemter and loaded up, t woud be teaed as
separate  forms. t woud be four sepaate document  control
numbers by chemical and by fadity. So, you woud be abe o
track.

MR. CRAWFORD: There are probably a number of proce-
dural changes that we ae just assumng can be woked out to
mainain  level of accouning and tackng of daa as we hawe



t now, but we haent gone b dsseding o each, but that
s some o te suf that we woudnt mind heaing a this
point.

Okay. Opion C hee s t0 €eimnae some o the
fadty lkvd inomaion ta | tik wes pat o your sug
gesions eater and thet 5 bescaly having an idenifier
thet a fdiy ooud we m@her ten repedtnig d o te

same page 1 infomaion over and ovwer  again Essertialy,
they woud hae a TRl ID. number, tat woud kck up and e
ther - ts s inended © be a seames acy, tat there

woud be that information made avalable and apparent for  a
data  user. They woud not have t© necessaly go to  anoher
Gagbese © see ta vl o  infomaton
EPA would probaby have to do a dead on daa manage
ment, but we ae just assuming that would be something that
woud be easy B do
Probably no guestions on  tat
Okay. The next opion hee s do not requre a oce-
ficaion saement ©  be  submited The  dsousson  tat
Pal ad | wee haig ket b ta t b essenidy havig
for te €egbe gop o fdies - ad gt now ta
woud be those foks that meet the Fom A cieia - not be
required o submt  anything, no cextiication. They  woud
esseialy fal of te ssem ad be ou Peope woud nat
admomedge tat they evauaed tat chemica for  tet  year
ad tat they were ¢€ighe but woud hae © go bak in tme
o look a te daa i they had submited somehing pior and

make some assumptons to detemine f  they were sl involed
in a process that invoved that chemcad o make some other
giot nh  deemining i tey wee @ ineresed f ta fd

ty was d adwy wg ta demd o een abe

Ths s pobeby i te gear rmam o saigs for
a fadity not haing to tak awhng moe tan tey do now
for  chemicas tat tey deemined tat tey dont  exceed
thresholds.

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: So, ae you saing, Tm, that they
make one fing ad ten ta s i?

MR.  CRAWFORD: They woud make one fing, right,
ad ta woud be i Wel, ths acidy - tat 5 te next

opion, whch | wl ty © make eding bu ts woud be -
- ff they have made a deerminaton, just as tey do now ad

you dont exceed - say you @ exceeded the @ sattory  thresholds
ad yu ae whn te gy fo te demae teh

od you woudnt suomt amthng and it woud be u D an
inspecor ©  deemne et you o wee  egbee Fom A elghe

oo nt and u B ay daa user o make some other detemina

Now, Opion E we cn st go gt b t s te
one sep futher fom - o dosr o what we have now fom
tet ad tat B a shbmsson o te ceficaion for the
it year ta tey wee egbe for a demcad ad ta
cofficaion woud be receved by EPA  and one tme,  nohing
futher woud be required. Buu for a daa wuser, there ae
various ways tat we ocoud go about this. There would be some
ether confimation annualy that a facity would submit that
woud appear in  the database and just redudng futher  paper-
wok that te fadity has t© do o tee woudnt be awy an



b dEemie

on ay knds o dages a the fadibes. o they

longer ¢€igbe, ten tey woud hae to suomt a Fom
f you koow, anoher chemical became €igble, to  submi

We gt a aye o mmes Y | s Bdb dwn  tee

| tik Bobs has been u thee for anhie
MR.  STEDEL Wdl, agan, troughout al @ tese op
tons we ftk about eghily ad tee b a deee be

ton | know the pont has been made before EPA  shouldnt
be debted for buden when somebody is gong beyond the statu

oy requemet, bt tee B a kbw o padcly ta B

gohg D eer N hee | tik tat & m@sed N te nor
maion we hae a o wy Fom A b nat beng used
MS. PRICE So, you ae suggestng that some  people

may be fling ot the Fom R ewen though they ooud use the
Fom A because maybe they are not sure?
MR,  STEDHEL: They ae not sue I
s sure. You hae gt te daa deady ad in
me =&t a wam iy edhg D 1 o a Fom A | hae D
g trough ad odled te daa Ad, you kow, a that
pot, | hae st te bk o te fne © ot te dia
Now, wheher o mt | cn fl ot yu kow waever it i
a 6 o 7 pge Fom R o a tw page cefticaion saement s,
you know, a Kisgina sad tis momng tat s  tWwo  minutes
f yu ue the sfwae &t B een qude.
You kow, a ot o te buden redudon o kid
of rewoves aound what we were fakng about tis moming, as

dont tik it
not for
o]

far as gudance In - the moe EPA fees oonfdent in the daa
ad whee fes dodd fd onider N ther  doa
MR.  CRAWFORD: | ddnt go ino some o te eatfer

findngs fom the intim repot that dd denoe  vaious rea
sons  why fadiles ddit ke adatage, but thee ae  a
number out there and many of those were probably that, you
kow, most of the wok has adeady gone o it They may
sl wated t© recod it just because they woud raher  show
that tey have got lower wvoumes out there and let the commu
nty know exady what that s raher than assume a wost case
scenario.

| ges fo te it yer otaly t wes pobedy
moe tue that tey weent anae o exady oetan how D
ue Fom A | tink we had may cases where thee Fom  As

and Fom Rs submited for the same chemica from some faci-
fies. So, tet 5 a good pont

MR. STEIDEL: Ad | just guess O pggback on that
st a e bt ten we ae ao lddg a sot E'm i
sead o long tem lets say in te long m tee wl be
epanson of te vaious sedos and ks say you  ae  getng
don to radiator repar shops. Now, that may be a secor that
Odecdes they want to ue Fom A o is fuest exet There



ae four good opions hee, bu tee s aso gong © be
peope who aent a te t@be now and probably aent ewen
cotemplating tis, tat need t© be consdeed in the  buden
reduction.

MR.  CRAWFORD: Tom, you had your -

MR.  NATAN: ™wo things. A, | wat © ke yu
D sk for dog an adyss wh daa tat s not avaldbe
b e st o W

MR. CRAWFORD: | apologize. We thought maybe that
t was possbe tat the daa rdease woud have  happened.

MR.  NATAN: Oh,  nonsense.

MR.  CRAWFORD: No, but -

MR.  NATAN: Anyway, the second pont is
Opion D, one anayss tat you ddnt do wes lookng at
number of fadites tat woud repot oy Fom  As Ad
|l an gng © be pesening a e bt kber n te der
noon, that amount ooud be substanta, which is an agument -
- they woud completely disappear from  your  system  altogether
f Opion D wee @ be adoped

MS.  FEIL [Comment of  microphone]

MR, CRAWFORD: That & a good port | mean, the
poocd, | guess, we shoud st it so we cn recod al  ths
down. | dont wat to lose some o our ponts, but ks
maybe take any quesons on how an opton might wok just to
make sure - | appear to be geting confrmation that every-

body undersands fuly how te opions -

MS. FEL We ae gog b afer ths for about as
much tme as we havwe let before 230 wie down your comments
on eah o tese opios So, | tik what Tm s looking for
gt now & just te quesions f you dont undesand the
opions and save te ocomments for when we repot so it gels
reported.

MR.  CRAWFORD: So, ae ay of those names up there
for  daiig  quesions? Me & yus o uy?

MR ECK Yes. Owal daiying quesion on the
tom  “substantd  magjority.” | haent head a number and,
seoond, does that appy nafoowide o does it appy o smader
geogaphic  aeas as  wel,  localy, couty, Sae? O hae yw
thought about that?

MR.  CRAWFORD: We cetany hae thought about it
Substantal majoriy, I mean, thet 5 open for intexpretation.
t s n te dsae a ‘sibsanid mgoiy” Thee & 1O

number tat EPA has assigoed o it yet When we iy dd
the ndemaking, we consdered impads a  te naiond el  on
data, as  wel as community-based and chemical-based impacts
ad a ta went o te dedson

That oeany woud be fadoed - al  tose  leves
woud be factored o ay kind of mlemakng | am  sue,  but
| dont have an answer for you exady how, what the gauge of
subsiantal mapity  migt be t s poeidy oe o tose

thngs, you kow it when you see it

MR ECK f 1l ean pwt oome badk wet | head you
say wes ta you a least inomay dd ocosider  localy
something smaller than natiorwide.

MR. CRAWFORD: Yes. Yes, and that is represented in
or economc anayss  suppotng  the  final e We hae
counes where the impacts were, say, fom 50 to a hundred



percert, based on the daa tey curenty odedt, numbes  of
chemicas tat woud poeniay oy be eigbe for a Fom A
cerfiication Saement

| bdlee een nn te ineim rpot we hae gat
some impact on  dfferent  demographics across  the  naton, who
would be losing in  which  communites.

Who wes next? Jon.

MR. STONE Quesion on Option A Curertly, the
ue of Fom A when yu ae foud D be ineigbe t & as
togh yu ddt % a d

MR.  CRAWFORD: That s comect

MR. STONE f you had mutije - ten iems, nine
of which subsequent inspecion found were eighe and one was
not, what happens? The whoe fom s tvomn ot o yu ae 9
10ths good and V10th  bad?

MR, CRAWFORD: Yes, | tink you woud ok a a 10
chemical submission on one as ten separate submissions.

MR.  STONE: On one fom

MR. CRAWFORD: Right. So, each woud be looked at
individually.

MR. STONE: Thank  you.

MR. CRAWFORD: | mean, al of the mutichemica
lsihg & inended © do s sae te addiond addon  peces
o paper.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Jon waits to know i you wil issue
1/10h of an NOV.

MR. CRAWFORD: No, but a hundred percent for that
10h chemical.

Ed, your name went down?

MR.  SKERNOLIS: I ik & B -
MR. CRAWFORD: Paul.
MR,  ORUM: Dd you estmate the increase in  burden

on daa uses for any of tese optons?

MR. CRAWFORD: Wel, for, say, te Opion A ad -
s ut sy Opgon A t woud be a scamess ady.
Thee woudnt be awy loss of daa a whhaever ke for a
user. The name o te fadiy, d tat suf woud be rep
resented. We dont hawe, oher ten qudisive knd o m
pads, desabed N te ealer - ts sdon ta s
about procedural submission changes, we dont have numbers
assocated with, say, te saings of a mutichemca Fom A
submisson, but tee cetany ae - ad cetiny te D ad
E opions tere ae daa wuser issues tat | tink you ae go
ng O wat t pobaby gt on the tbe when we gt ready for
concems. But for opions A B ad C we ddit thnk that
thee woud be - we woud inend to impement these in a way
that there woudnt be ay loss o daa o ifomation  for

MR ORUM: S, C B addy - | an tyig b fy
ot ten f C b a poae o an et © we a Bd
ID. number o K ad powde ta Homaion o B



a kd o a radwe et o sa, oh tis it needed be
causse it s jut a Fom A and t acualy reduce that infoma
tion.

MR.  CRAWFORD: Wel, under those two, | think it
woud be a poadve measure, but the poadive  woud — extend
to EPA gaheing that information tat had been  submited at
bkt a oe e t b5 ey te ky daiier
poec med o wt te Fom A o TR t ooud probably
elen gy to te Fom R submisson as long as te TRl ID.
was esiabished a TRl ID. number was esabished, you  coud
reduce  those  fadiiy level data  eements  from annual submis-
sion.

MS. DOA So, e me ak a daifying quesion then,
Tim.

So, then No. C woud be bestt somebody who had filed
once ad ten fie a Fom A uing te TR ID. because we a

ready hae tet iomaion and & woud st cd k& u b

the database.
PARTICIPANT: Then it woud be  updated.
MS. DOA Right Thet woud be te don sk D i
MR. CRAWFORD: Well, there woud probably be a con

diion in there thet provided thet prior information submited
as o bak wes ol vad ad your lben ddnt cdage for
example. Then you ooud just go in wth submiing a TR
ID, as opposed O -

“‘Commitee  Member”: Can we do a C modfied then,
which induwdes te Fom Rs? Ths s te M u o Fom RS
o Fom Rs ae doe a te same tme? Bing of haf te
progam  might ceale more  constemation for boh  fles  and
for  users later on throughout the whoe dala management plan
of te pogam, bu dong it acoss the boad sounds ke a
marvelous idea,

MR.  CRAWFORD: Yes. Thee woud be no reason that |
can trk o tat it woddnt gopy o Fom RS I mean, it
i - tose daa  eemens, those  fadity identifying ee-
ments, are  consistert We inended to get them tat way so
peope coud idenify that and thee s nmo rasn why a TR
ID. oouhnt sasly bah

Wima, | am sowy.

MR. FEES: Wima's comment wil be the last one be
foe we dsat moving inbo te  oconcems.

MS. SUBRA | hae a ooupe o que dsos on C
So, f &t wis Gk te dsusson has been gong,

f we Jlook in a dagbase, we ae gong O see eventhing
MR. CRAWFORD: Yes.

MS. SUBRA Then te oher thng 5 you hae a
fence fne and you put an idenffying number on tat TRl fa
dty ad ten someore ese buws it s it gong © hae te
same ID. number so tat no mater what it s cdled we can
consarly see  what wes  beng  emited fom  tat  fadiy?

MR.  CRAWFORD: In my mnd rnght now, | wouldnt
thnk so snce you woud have so much changingg name of fack
ty a vaey o tings You ocoud - for a dada use, |
tink your aily ©D st ad deemne what a sige s
had for mulipe years woud be based on address as opposed o
a TR ID, but mape thee ae some -

MS. SUBRA There s a procedure right  now.



“‘Commitee  Member™ There is a red
MS. SUBRA Ad te oher ssue is

e e ad ten te fdy das sdg of
wihn  the fence e So, you know, one year you t X
ad te et yer &t 5 ey Y ad Z ad mabe A k tee
gong to be a mechansm whereby | can easly detemine that
ts one bg fadly oe year s nw tee tree smd &
diies wihn tet e ine?
MS.  FHEL Oay. Wa we ae g b ty b b row
s gt ocomments on these | thnk the goal here fom EPASs

sgandpont s t fd out  peoge edose tee  ideas
peope have oconcems about them. We wil just tke tem in
orker. So, st &t w e muess on A te it oe Com-
ments on  that?

PARTICIPANT: s amnwbody aganst  it?
MS. FEIL Does anyone have a comment, though?
Great.
MR.  CRAWFORD: Is there gener suppot, though, |
mean. Oher than just opposion, F | ocoud ask te led
tet fes bescdy F yu bdee ts B somehig tet

EPA  shoud consder and it s woth  whatever  modiicaions we
have to do in the dambase or repoting package t go fowad

wih it Esseniy, | woud ke © gt a recommendaion
ten a opposed tO just ay  obection.

MS. FEIL | am sawring that moment, when you
a -

Mulice dsoussors]

MR EX Hmg o W dait d - | &g hae a -

- st a hedaion n tat we ae nmt gog O sow W ad
home in the next fve minules and some of the proposals down
the lne for addng infomaion to the Fom A woud make this
increasingly complicated if you have muiipe chemicals and
then you st askng for range esimates of 81 trough 87

for each chemica, the Fom A becomes a fwve page Fom AR
Yes, tis s geat, bu dont go away fom te tbe today

with a recommendaion untl you see what happens a the end of
the net wo das

MR FEES | suypot te noion o ts mulige
chemical. | dont know how much buden redudion it s going
D  povde Ceanly, beng te TR ooodair for  te
Sae o Déawae ad | hae © fie d tee ta woud
sae me some fing soece I tik &t & - it cat hut
k 5 ut tat &t B mimd on te -

MS. FHEL Thee 5 a kat o syppat - do we de
comments from the sidelines?

MR, CRAWFORD: I woud Ilke ®© cetany add any
caifying point or oher - Jm Laty fom OMB was coauthor
and Kevin Browmbug(? and Damon Dozer? fom SBA al in
wved n makng sue tat tese ssues gat o tis  gouwp.

MR,  LATY: I wt want © ak a dafying quesion
o te gop

Obvioudy, | tik nobody who fis ot a fom woud
et to ts bt | wodd ke © kow weher you think
thee s any saings and aso fom David and anyone else  from
te sae | ocoud see tis poeidy beng a headache for
you to - you kiow, for sttes adminsteing - | dont know
what knd of record keeping, you know, data management systems



yu haee Do yu se ts a edy dosbe o do the dae
peope see ths as any kind of concem to change and put  al

o te - in efet, It al demcaks on one fom?

MR.  FEES: | see it a beng wokabe because |
woud hae ol one fne iem one recod for each o those
chemcas and it woud, though, f it became one sheet of pa
per o mulipe sheets,

MS.  CAN | agee | tik tet we ae g D
streamine our reporting system.

MR. SKERNOLIS: When our  fadiies sart reporting,
begnning wih tis repoting - what | am speaking hee s
the hazardous  waeste management  faclies and actualy  ff EPA
shoud e  eded TRI reporing o oher polution contdl
aoMies ts B @hg ®©O be vy impoat | dot thik
t s a mgor buden redudion Conssert wih  everyhing  we

sad, buden redudion ococus wih  the  data  odedion and nat
a te fom fing ou aybody Bu n poion ocontol
fadiiess, you ae g@ing © be desing wih a lge number o
oostivens, oy a handd o whch ae gong D pcay
figger te treshdds N ay gven year.

So, | woud nat be supised f you see our fadk
fies and ather poluiion oontd fediies eneing a fw
Fom Rs ad a o o Fom As ad ts woud - becase o
the naue of our  busness

MS. FEIL: Ay other comments on this one?

Okay. Net one, B.

PARTICIPANT: Combined reporting foms.

MS. FEIL Yes, combined repoting forms. Any  com-
ments?

Bob.

MR. STEDEL I wil jut say tha when te NPDS
pogan dd a consoidaed repoting fom, it dd nat  wok

\Nell_andlheymentbad<andseparatedeverW1ingbackwt

again. | ddnt hae ay pobdem wh i but tee wes a
o confusion.
MR ECK | tik | woud second te noion in hee
that the potential confusion [ a stong concem, espedaly
te assumpion tat te fom  wodd issf say eighe  fadk
tes sop hee, sgn the Fom A @ no futher I woud be
srongy oconcemed if my fadity sopped, sSgned the Fom A

MS. SUBRA One ooncem when you havwe both foms on
the same one s that the smaler mom and pop type operations
my W o © the Fom A ad ten sgn of aod mx hae te
documentation that woud be requred to show tat tey are
eigble. | tnk it s te ey way ou and some oompanies
ae just gog b ke tat way ot ad sgn of ad be doe
vih t

MR. FEES: | am in the oconfused camp or potentaly
confused  camp. | tnk tee s poenal for cofuson and |
might add that Ken Geiser -

MS. PRCE Ae yu ging t do tat becausse | wes
gohg t be Ken

MR FEES Ken soed t a0 n hs ke So, |
ust wated to make tat for te recod

MR. SKERNOLIS: What dd he state?

MR. FEES: He stated that he thought the Fom AFom



R combination wouid be potentally confusing.

MS. PRICE Yess he acudy - n te fve opios
uder the sedion, he sad Opion B s te most conceming.
Experience here in Massachusetts demonstrates that confusion
s te pindpad eremy o qualy repoting. Mxing Fom A
wth Fom R may adet some potenial Fom A candidates, but it
wil suely cofuse and dstact some kgimae Fom R re
porters.

MS. FERGUSON: Gong back to the inteim repot here
on Fom A whee - the ooe fadiiles were unaware, two, in
epet eghdy 1 © 5 B ta tey ady ooddt
show the pogess by uing te fom and ancther two fadlies
sad, you know, tey had adeady gone trough te effot a
ready.

Or epgence mmos te lder two  tings in
Texss. We hae deady doe a It Mgt as wed put the
nomaton . A bt o foks ae oocemed  tey oy
have ten pounds, they dont want to show somethng - so, |
koow you dont have amnything hee tat says put the actua
amount on Fom A but ta may be yet another opion that you
woud  want t seems to me that tis combined repoting would
add to the oonfuson and an educational effot woud be a bet
tr job of hepng t make peope aware

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Wih al due respect to the peope
who ae oconcemed about oconfuson, | woud ke t©  bud a
bidge to the 2ist Century. n a ooupe o yas te ‘et
maoiy of TRl repotng s gong © be done tough te In
temet or something comparsble to it t seems t me that
what EPA ougt © be ewohMng towads in ta oontedt s nat
the noion of a combned fom, but te noion of a snge fom
with a smat system tat waks a peson through the process of
repotng and  doesnt resut in confuson because they are
smpy led t te questons tey need to answer based on oter
information.

Whatever you be - however you might characterize
ths  particular recommendation, it seems t me you ougtt to  be
thnking about tis in te longer tm noion of a smat s
tem that peope can  aval temsees of  decronically  and  get
avay fom ths ether A o R repotng fomat

MS. DOA Coud | dcaify something? Woud thet be
something ke mr©g N a box o twbho TRL

MR.  SKERNOLIS; Wel, there ae oher smat systems
beng devbloped a EPA gt now, for exampe te  industid
waste quideines tat we ae woking on ngt now s gong O
have a smat system of waking through what kind of management
sandads you ougt tO  apy O your o industid @ weste

MS. DOA So, | mean, t woud be somehing that ff
you pt h yu SC ok ad ywu gt © - yu kow t woud
hep t go trough treshdds it koas tat you ae in You

make inoganic chemicals and it puls  up gudance for  ino-
ganic chemical manufacturers, that type of thing?
MR.  SKERNOLIS: Yes, and it s essetay - yes

buu a | am saing s ta you dont hae t© wory adbout te
peson fling ot te fom t© be confused about whch to use
who is gong o be led though the informaion request by the
smart system.
MS. FEL We ae oly goig © ke tw moe oom



mens on  this

‘Commitee  Member”; I tink it i a good idea but
thee ae some oher complications there because in the next
moment after that, there is gong to be moe machine to ma
chne  indications. For te bgger seems, for the  bigger
progams, you shoudnt have t© hawe peope dong tis  thing
eey yea. The quesion wil be can you sot out what foms
you need to hae, what blodks of daa and make that rea easy

o happen.

| tink for te smaler pogams tat s a good
idea. The lager fims may not want to hawe ts thng med-
aed by peope and wese ther tme on it but what may be
key t©  happen, tough, s you have gt o tk about te
eouion o te foms, not oy wtn te TR pogam but
ousde of the TRl program. There s aways gong t be a s
of tese tings in some way. Having tis smal Fom A sounds
lke somethng tat is gong to be one o the moe intermed:
ae o to shae wth other progam ofices and some other
tihgs tat a0 ot ted © te nmeser fadiy ID fom
thet mignt be an ntadl soeenng fom that s used © see do
| repot under TSCA do | repot under TR, what progams do |
report under as a gened threshald trigger mechanism.

So, | woud uge you to keep that separate, keep
Fom R sepaae and wach these tngs ewhe n  a  diferent
way.

I woud Ik t© t@k t© yu moe abou the upcoming
tings for te inEligegnee on some o tese, but | woud ty
to keep tem sepaate a least for  now.

PARTICIPANT: | jut wated ®© make a daifying
pont and pehaps ralse  some  perspecive. In wing tis
document we are lookng a the combined repotng fom as a
sat o oueach for the Fom A Yu W s &t on Tae 1
There ae peope who dont know pehaps that the Fom A is an
gption. They ae eghe bu tey ae o rmpoing Fom
Rs. By combnng the foms, the Fom A i igt thee in
ther face, a t wee so tat tey kow ta tey hae ts
option. Tht way t i one sop oueach h a sense ad  that
s wha we were lookng a when we came up with ts opton

MS.  FEL W med D o o

The et o dmnae te fadiy led infoma:
ion fom fomat Comments on that How does eweryone feel
about that?

MR.  ORUM: This redly depends whether you are tak
ing about a Suooessi proecive fadiy ID. thet realy
does k& yu ik ts infomaion easly o wheher you ae
taking about something that continues the current fragmented
information ~ repoiing  system  and  makes te user go look  other

for s infomation.
Some of these eements are very important Just one
,  f  you wat t look a poluion preverion  opportu
n te wdget industy ad yu g ad fnd 10 fadk
that poduce tons of wase and ten you go fnd one that
a Fom A  because tey hae a successful source  reduction

1

508

you ned tat SIC ocode © fnd that  information It
to be in one dagbase in odr t do a reasonable

Oy a feaw moe edpet tpe peope can g ook a
a o te pace

.8



| ray ke te ida o smat ssem  uder te
Cean Ar Ac, 112R The wost case scenaio in risk  manage
ment pans EPA s devdopng a o dskete that companes  wil
ue ta w e fags ewmy tfme  impossbe nfomaion o
the ke dats t© be eeed ad wil ensue O some o te
completeness of the fom.

| tik heee as wd a h a kb o te odhes fonm
the bt oe whee t pis the Fom A h yur foe | mean,
that would al become wvery mundane and rouine and pat and
paced of te whoe pogam f you dd hae ta sot of s5
tem.

MS. FEL Does that capure it -

MR,  ORUM: To be moe eqid | tnk i depends
on - it s a good idea f EPA successlly cames out  fadk
ty ID. sem | dont wat b sy ta s ae essy I
mean, f te ifomaion s there, ten it woud be gea
Bu what | see wien hee 5 t W requue uws o te
data to access oher daa sources f we needed ths infoma
fon Ta, | trk 5 m=@her bed S, &t s o g a
quesin o s

MR  CRAWFORD. Thee B st o a 1 ad 2 DO e
that EPA woud be a Qe bt moe poade on te Her
pat ad be ak O a | wes desobng intoduee te daa,
those daa tat weent submited anualy o te  ssEem, o
a user woudnt hae to go  looking.

MR, ORUM: Yes, you ooud do it tet way, athough |
thnk ten tat gets away fom te daa being the  responsbi
ty o te rmpoing fadiy. Ad ta s a wy impoiant
concept.

MR EXK Wd it on te - oe oommet ol I
am not sue tere s any sgnficant  buden  reducion from
ths for two reasos. Oe a bt o ta nomaon | hae
to hae anyway for other things. Two, the cument automated
Fom R, whch indudes the Fom A adloas me t suk up last
years reporting fom with a that information, make changes
ad pint t ok agn

So, ts i a one tme buden o coleding infoma
fon and piing &t h a patclr fom whch & mdy te
issue. | dd hear EPA e te ke ta oaan pats o
company infomaton are in  your computer and whie tat is
aways tue, N the ocompuer s not te same a n te Fom R
o Fom A fomat However, once t B h tee a long as
EPAs sofware people keep the Fom A backwards  compatible,
ten te infomation;, 9 pecet o t b tee The only
thng tat changes s pobaby the POC, as peope oget tred of
beng te EPCRA  person.

So, | dont see a buden reducion.
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | agee wth Mke in tems of te
buden  reducion. t s nt a ray vae added benct ©n

tems of efot epended for te \vaue You head that |
thnk, fom some of the represeniatives here, tat do  repre
sent the smaller companies.

| agree with Ken's satement on Opion C  where he
ks dout lsng some o te fadly infoomaion ocoud  be
Justiied. t 5 nmt necessay reay O denfy - we  dont
need a te nomaion © ideniy a fedly So, mabe i
realy depends on  what inffoomaion tey ae taking about  los



| guess my thid s | do ke te poscad
certiicaion. n oer wods t hs gt d te nomaion
once. What | read n ts opion hee, send a the daa n

submitted.

MR.  NATAN: A few concems. Obviously, the idea
- one o te idas behnd Fom A i ceffying ta ths in
fomaion 5 tue fyou dont suomt & ten you dont
cextify. The scoond pobem tat | hae wh it 5 a | wes
saying before, under the varnous threshold scenarios that have
been proposed, a significant perceniage of fadiies woud
repot oy Fom As and that woud mean that there would be
no nfomaion on tose fadies a A N te TR dasbese
f tey dd nt hae © sbmi a Fom A

MS. FEL Paul

MR, ORUM: Il woud be vay much opposed © ths Op
in D Oe o te vdess o te Fam A D begn wh B ta
t mais te dagbase, a fidg S0 ©O speak ta the fim
thet had wused los o tokic chemcas dd ook dd  under
sand, dd kow and dd ke resposbiy for whee  te
chemicas were gong in tms o  repoting. t adds a buden
b te dta uwe f a o te sudden now yu hae a bak
spot on your TRI map and you dont know if that company

oked, i tey ddit ook F tey kew about te repoing
requiemen, f tey cloht

So, keepng ths infomaion in the ssem s ey
important.

MS. SUBRA Ognay tee wee ke two  dessit
cations. Ore, a fadty tat mopped the theshod and then
ohes tat dd not Then i you ocome aong ad say, we,
those  that the uimae treshod for A dont hae
report. Now you hae got tree dassficaions but the  center
oe, te ones tat met te treshdd, but ddnt compy wih
te ademae treshod ae just wped of te map

So, we hae a fdly ta s may bg ad we
kov & hs © mpot ad ten we hae ts i fdy

that doesnt have to repot and then in  between there is some
body who shoud have repoted but doesnt have to  anymore.

So, | tik t & realy bhpotat ta we ooue
with the Fom A haing to be submited so we know that these
medum  fadies ae  there They have  emissons, but they
ae bdov o beween oeEn s I tik t B ey

impotant to keep ths a a swbmital so we can  idenfy those
facilities.

Il woud be rmred ust F | wes a rd g fady
and ddnt have to comply and then suddeny my medum @ sized
neghbor net door s h te same caegay as | am i But
te dizens realy need s infomation.

MR, ECK One thng to remember s tat there are
oher  budens  assocated  wih EPCRA  besdes fom filing out
and  reporting. I trk & has been owoss that te maed



use numbers is a bg buden ad you pety much hae t do
that  amyway. Lkewise, a vy real buden, though  something
of a gamble, is haing to st down wih reguators and oo

| tink tat fing a fom o some sot up fot may

uce tat buden down te rad of comnvindng  regulators
the copoate woild  poental predaiors, € who @ ae  ty-
b coede bnwalis & ogem, tat yu dd n kg O
the dedos ad yu dd n fat, repot  conedy. It
senves WO  puIposes. One, you hae in fad, sent a pece o
paper in, which senves noice tat you ae avae o te re
qurements and you know the  rdes.

™o, K | tik keeps te oopoae 9d wp O a
cetain  minimum  leve, which gven tat EPCAR s a onetime
requrement may o may nhot be othewise maintained. i you
dot hae © fie a fom &t mgt be essy D B & de a
oouple of years.

Dd you summaize that briefly? Very  good.

MS. FEL The oly tng | ddt gt wes you sad
tee wee oher budens ad - | gt te bg bt oe I
dait gt te fit oe ta you wet oer vay quddy.

MR ECK The fist buden wes reay te maeid
colecion of fguwing out how much mateid you hae  used,

Tg

howv much rdeases you hae In oher wods, calcuiating
threshold.

MS.  FHEL Oay. G t

MS. CAN: I an vy much ogosed B ths  goion I
belee tat yu ocodd poenidy b a kbt o sgnicat
information.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: I am askng a beaed daifying
question. Do we kow wha pecetege o fadiiess fie oy

Fom As?
MR.  CRAWFORD: Oy Fom As We hae - we dont
have those data today. Sony. We do hae number of fadlk
tes tat fled a Fom A a lkast one and we do hae numbers
of cemcads for whch oly Fom As wee recewved but |
dont hae te oher daa As we gt o ts nexdt secion,
thee ae some daa gaps that we wl tty t make up tomomow,

f  posside. i depends on who s wokig today. Bu ta i
a pece of  supplemental information we coud probably provide
b foks bt & doest bk ke & wW hgpen duig te

meeting.

MR. SKERNOLIS: t seems to me tha a far consider
aion of D requies boh an eaudion o ot inomaion in
tems of constituent information or the chemical information,
but evalaion o st  fadly information, which I thrk
some peope hae eqressed and t might be tat ths  option
bses vy e fdy ihnomaion becasse a ka o &
dies ae m©oig R ad As

MS. FHEL Oay. | an gog © ©Be W moe oom
mets on ts ad ten moe on © E

MS. BROWN: There ae some other dates that -
there are some states whose budget is based wupon the number of
foms that ae submited For them it & not oy lsng it
fomnation. t s a0 lsig moey

Mulpe 0rs]



MS.  FA: Oay. W ae ggg o0 b E

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | have a ocomment on this one

MS F: Oh D o P

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: D, on D, before you dose the
door. | ke ts ofon | dot kow why, bu | ke t

MR LATY: | hae © ak a qedfn on D Bxoept
for tis comment | head a whoe ot of negave suf and |
ddnt hear anybody jumpng up and domn saying ths woud re
ay sae u ay buden

Shoud we oondude tat the  pubic  interest groups
n te daes hae ts and te reguaees rmaly dont  cae

ts s a good  idea?
MR STONE AA - oe wo 5 ou Fom As n ous |
hae got oe fadly that s oy Fom As | hae gt ore
tet 8 Fom As h ous ad te oe tat ae Fom As te
it yew 5 moe of a buden in tme ten te Fom Rs be
causse you hae reay gt to do the caouations to make sure
you  qualify. The Foom Rs, you hae got some nice ranges and

gabe buden N tme Subsequent yeas & Bt nohing
dages N your pocess Bu teat fit year, t & a bea

MS. FEL Does that ansmer your queston?

MR.  LATY: Wb, you sl hae © cdae tem

f yu ae ¢€ighe for Fom A wheher you do wihott o not

MR. STONE The fist year Subsequert  years,  f
nothing changes in your process and you use the same amount of
material thet contains thet Substiuent ad thet is basicaly
the same. They are not pure  substiuents. They ae compo-
nents of bg things Ad | nohng changes | fed  oonfdent
N uing a Fom A in a subsequent year wihout increasing
ime I W B hae t sged o

MS. FEL Is there anbody ese who wans to  answer
that queson befoe we g to FE?

Okay. E Oe fme  ocetiicaion

Paul.

MR~ ORUM h te mfar @m | s ts & a fas
for of buden fom te daa repoter © the daa user In te
ong tm, with, you know, fundamental refooms of EPAs info-
maion ad how & b tadked ad how d ts fadiy ident
fing infomafon s ket and soed ad inked o oher it
formaion that & repoted you have a  posshiy hee, but
n te near tmM | mean, you ae makng an edemey difir
cut  educational burden gt put on the pubic interest  commu-
nty o amnone who deals wihh te uses of the daa O sy,
oh, ad nw ®© fnd out tis oher infomaion, you hae ot
O g ok hee ad hee ad hee for ths patcdar fad-
ity.

I st cat  imegne & happening

MS. FHL Okay.

Wilma.

MS. SUBRA Oe o te pdems | s B f &t B

not auomaticaly brought up each yea, ewen though they cer
ffy one year and then assumng nothng has changed, s it
gong © be n te dadbese and then ae we gig D be abe



to see that there havent been any changes since 1992 or some
tng ke tat? s tat gog © be aakdde n te d

base o do tey just repot that one year and then they get
wped off the screen and you never see them agan  untl  some
ng is

thi changed?
MR,  CRAWFORD: As t s repesented in tis  descrip
fon, t & te noon tat tey woud aopear oe e It
woud be u to the daa user o assume that they have contin
ued ©D be eghe fr a ceiicaion Saement t woudnt

be auomatcaly updated ewry vyear by EPA O repesent  that
that aciy 5 ongoing and consisent.
There ae, you koow, subopions wthn each  of

the fadity, but just a reduced fomat that tey woud con
im ta tey ae o egoe ta year o te et  yer
for the same chemical they precedng year fled a Fom A and

ten EPA coud do te wok of makng that yea’s submission.

So, for te daa user there woudnt be any gap ad
you woud know that they have got a confimed status.

MS. FEL Sam and ten Jon

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: | tink tat to answer Pauls
gueston, it woud probably wok f tey made a one tme
ing and EPA issued ewly year an eveqgreen satement  about
these ae the oe e fes for megng ts  oafiicaion
such tat you woud hae an ongong st ewery year and then
f a ocompany no longer met the threshod, ten te caeat ©
ts woud be tey woud have to noify EPA tha they no
longer met the threshold.

MR. ORUM: How woud the company maintan therr re-
sponsioiity for making sure that informeation was accurate?
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | thnk tey woud hae to do it

each year on an annual bass. t woud be an intema manage
ment sysem that they woud have to set up to make sure that
happens.

MR, ORUM: They woud look &t u in te EPA ssem
and -

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Wel, you woud do it two ways,
ether  intemaly  trough  ther own management  systems  or  sec
oday, when EPA bsues the &, tey Wl ook a it ad sy
Y | d qdy o ‘o’ | dot Tren tey woud bhae
o noify EPA That woud be sot o ater te fad, but EPA
woud anveys Bse te KB besed on tat g fig k
woud be a way O tak t

“‘Committee  Member™: Do you have any sas on the
number of dupiicate Fom As that come in  in  sequence?

MR.  CRAWFORD: We oy hae two yeas t wok wih
and gt now our 1996 daa, which weent awaldbe t eveny

one, sony - | dont know how many were duplicates fom the
year .

‘Committee  Member™: So, we dont know if it s re
ay possbe - | mean, genedly, haing te excepion re

poing sounds ke a mawvelous idea, espeddly when you et
te f&dy D  wikg

Buu on te oher hand te quesion of  constucing
expedations and fodng peope o bud o rehuid tese S5



tems shoud be based on some evidence. Unless we hae ev
dence that shows that there is consistent duplicative report-
ing in sequence for more tan two o tree vyears, that seems
ke tt B a pay by ksp

MR.  CRAWFORD: | kow ta we hae head - we dont
have any  quanttaive  information et bt fom some  indus
tes ke te Fod dsty, ke te boong Aty et
Fom A ks ¢€igbe for a maoty o ter cdemcas ad tha
thee woud be a mgor change in the industy before they
woud no loger be egbe N s ouet fom

I woud imegne for some of te new industies that
we ae higng on, Fom A & @ihg O een in is curet
posion appy to a ot of ther chemca management prac-
tices.

‘Commitee  Member™ So, pehaps t 5 wel woth it
n tyig t tik aout geting the Fom As out beter and
then seeing what, in fad, ae dupicaes tat ocoud be saed
by te certiication afewerds.

MR.  LAITY: I woud st ke © ocome bak
Wimas quesion for a mnue In te desapion o tis
opion, it sas EPA woud reen the inffoomaion fom  te one

opion, but my wundestandng of it was tat f you went
look in the daabase just the way now you woud see the infor-

maton that the facity fled a Fom A you woud - under
ts opion, you woud see the nomaion ta te  fadlly
fld a Fom A n 197 Ad F &t 5 199 ten yu kov ta
that was two yeas ago and presumably facity - that

the
nfomaion & sl the case becasse the fadiy had an &
fmeative resposhily © fe a new  fom if
changes.

of  oourse, you dnt hae te anud reverification
o ta, whch | udesand k5 impolant © a bt o foks
bt | tik te idea & tat te ifomaion woud Sl be

tee wih a dae atached © it and you woud evauae for
youseF te valdly o et
MS. FEL | an gig b ke tee bt for oom

mens and ten we ae gong t dose ths
Davd, | tink you ae nex and ten Wma, Bob and
Maria.

MR. FEES As a dsae TRl coodinator, | popuae a
database in  Delanvare, |  wouldnt be abe t© popuate 1997 daa
wih the infomation from the 1996 Fom A | mean, it would
be nh te 1996 fe | aduay sgpaae nmy - ad do ks
wih the dda Each daa yer | keep sepade So, |
coudnt popuae te 1997 wih it So, | mean, t seems
me tey woud oy be good for one year I woud not assume
that saus s te same

MS. SUBRA | haee a oomoen i a oompay goes out
of busness o s bougt out by someone ese and tis just
keeps daggng adog ad it says i 1997 t s cetied So,

ts fady 5 nh tee ad & sas n tee Ad  when
they sl they ae not gong © send in somehing t©© EPA tat
sas remove i

So, you have got these daggng aong and then you
hae te new ones added © it Ad thee 8 not a mechansm



o reoe t f tey s t o g o o buses

MR.  STEIDEL Yes. Lke Wima sad, we advocae
that they remove Fom R uweas a soon as tey go ot o bus
ness. We woud advwcae the same ting for Fom A uses So,
we woud not agee wih this  opion

MS. FHEL Ths woud be - | am sony? Because?

MR. STEIDEL: Because they need to be removed as
soon as tey go ou of busness and there s the  opporuniy
here t bidge yeas before you know tey ae out of bushess.

MS. FHL Okay.

Maria.

MS. DOA Ths & sot o a fdowp © wha Jm
lay ad ten Dawd sad A kst gt now - | imagne
ooud be chaged buit a te naiond leve, the  Naional
baly of Medone has TRl daa and da s on TRIS,
flov by year ad when yu pd , you pd
up, te foms for 199%.

| dont know  whether can pu up ewenthng but
t s year gedic ad t souds ke Daids ssEm B e
ay s 9] te nationel

MR FEES Bu oaly | can bk ad | can do

§
-

the
up
you

muipe year ftends f | wa, but | woddnt repopdae  a
fuure  year  wih previous  years Fom A information.
MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | haee one pont | woud lke

make just as a sSdebar. Wima has brougtt up the point sev-
el fmes for the bt sx o egt moths ad ta s f a
fadiy canges oweshp o sk a pee o ther pam

notfy te agency under the TRI  process. And  someting we
oght © pt h te pakig bt of © te sde ad vt ta
and make some sot of you know, requrement to notfy a fa
dy as pat o TR, & pt t h te padg & ad we

can Bk abou & BHE, D hhp ta e

MS. HAZEN: There ae a ooupe of issues lke that
on Fom R - Fom R ad Fom A ta wodd be way, wvay uwse
u o w a some pot

MR. ORUM: Ohio has ther cessaion of regulated

operaions  progam tat  kind of  fundions  ta  way.
MS. FEL Wait © ke a 15 minue break?

[Brief reoess]
MR. CRAWFORD: Okay. lefs go ahead and et
Sarted. I guess what | woud ke b do s go thouwgh te

remainder of the paper sot of a  qudkdy as  possbe  wih
evenybody realy understanding a the options and issues ds-
asssed ad ten we wl g bak to that daifying seies and
f we dont make it o te ed o i whoit haing peopes
comments, we can ocome back to that a least tomomow, but |
think we wat © oofany sop by 430 ad adow te pudic
comment peiod 1t kk in

Okay. Wel, the bak end o te document s de
soh‘g gpions thet woud cdhange the €ighity of fadk

tt ae - te eghly shis o fdies D e

the Fom A opion Lt me just desaibe Thee ae o ot
e tat te fdy hs ©D oose

Fo bedy | wod k b B d tee te



waese threshdd and teat s the amount - gt now, it s te
productiorHelated wastes, which are currenty set a 500
pounds and ten te acvy treshdd, which s te manufac
turer process or ahewise use threshold, the atemate
treshod, whch s omeny st a 1 mion  pouds

Some of the suggestons that we have heard are man
@n te sudue o te wese treshdd So, tat & te
waste management - | mean, the waste threshod would be com-
posed of te same data elements, 81 through 87, production-
related weste, bt woud incease te levd  fom, sa, 500
pounds now to 1000 or something higher. We hae daa on
2000 and 5000 pounds and what that may do.

The ohes ten mody which daa eemens fadi
tes hae 0 oonsder i ter, sy wese treshdd, exdud
ng some adviies tat woudnt have t© be consdered and
paenely exended o] elge fediies for those thet

higher voumes that woud be exraced, whatever. And  we

have gt tree dferent opiors desobed and  ten  bsly
there 5 a  dsousson on g the advy v threshod

So, ioeesg te wese treshad | otk ta b
pety dear and  Sraightoward. s tee ay quesion about
PARTICIPANT: Is tat  pounds?
MR. CRAWFORD: t is pounds.
Okay. Wwed, we Wl ¢t moe b -
MS. FERGUSON: | have a quck queston Bak on te

definiion o ‘SUsiantal majoriy;” 5 there anyhing on te
process recod that adds o that?

MR.  CRAWFORD: Okay. Let me just shoat fom the
hip.

PARTICIPANT: No, the  conference repot  doesnt  re
ay ebboraie on thet

MR. CRAWFORD: Okay. Well, unless Mara finds some-
thng in te fuue, she can - but kt me just inroduce some

o te tree opions, oher tan te cuent todl  producion:
raled weste opion that eds and ta s exdudng  amounts
sgoud adow fdies b reode on se o of s a  muh
a posshe bt ta wodd nmt go o ther egbly de
termination. That & Opion 1 uder B

B dsousses al  tese vaiions o @ what te
egory bass woud be, te wese categoy basis. Opion 2 un
dr B is ten removing amounts recyded and bumed for energy
recoery from oher wases assocated. So, ta woud be
amouts reeased on st and  of  ste, amouns  treated,
amouts dsposed  and then, sty tid opion tee s
the quaty mlease, whch s on ad of ¢k rEeasss
and amounts transferred of site dlisposal treatments ako
at o ta

the
ste
for

MS. DOA Buu the No 3 tough, quantty release,
would exdude acadental releases.

MR,  CRAWFORD: Right. Ad wen yu gt B te num
bes - | kov te dla maxk - t B h Tdke 2 - B
pety tght wih  infomation. We ftied t pesat a much
suf as we coud t s a fay onpcaed pauwe ad nat
compete enough to make any dedsons but it is somehing to
rae sot of te esimated impads a  tese  vaious AU,



what tey woud have possby on te daa
Pehaps we ocoud jut go to te the ad ty to
make sense of some of that information, unless peope  would
lkk © go bak ad - do you hae any daifying questions
for auting the weste threshod criterion?
Oay. les oo D te ke Tt 5 on pae 8
under

We hae te fist lvd, te ouent bass and ta &

the stucure of te waste management o the waste threshold
now, ad tat s to productiorHelated  waste, 81  through
87. We hae - it b dSgiy saded on yor pape. The

curent level s set a 500 pounds and ten we go through

lets just go acoss the top so we can  understand
what al these daa eemens are What we hae done -

PARTICIPANT: I an not sue the shading shows up on
the xerox So, yu mgt wet © -

MR.  CRAWFORD: Okay. The fist line s 500 pounds
and tat s bascay te condions o tngs gt now as
sumng tat a eigbe Fom Rs wee aso oonveted  inb
Fom As. Ths doesnt refled adual Fom A submissons.

So, what you see in the fist coumn, te amounts in  pounds of
total productionHelated waste, based on the cument level of
50 pouds s 48  milion

Some fadon o tet ae for fadies - ae for
Fom Rs - ease me - ta came h a Fom R bt gpear ©
have toal productionHelaied wastes that ae elighle for the
Fom A  opton.

What we have done for those Fom As that were sub
mited was assume those a 500 pounds. So, there is 500
pounds represented for each acdual Fom A which | beieve s
about 7400 tons, 500 pounds. That fadion s, you koow, the
assumed bass of what we hawe rnght now and then anything ad
diional to that woud be those - what adualy came in on
tose Fom Rs ta looked ke tey wee eigbe for  conver
sion.

Now, in tms o te tod naional pdue  agge
gade daa, that s 2100hs of a pecent of to@l  producion
relaed wese or  assodaed wih either Fom As  submited,
assumed a the 500 pound level, and those Fom Rs that appear
D ke e

We wanted to represent what the impact might be on
smpe rdeases and releases  here, we  hae  induded those e
leases due to catastrophic one time nonproduction-elated
waste and those were acual submissions tat we coud use on
the Fom Rs that appear to be converted. There is no assumed
amout for the caastophicc for the Fom As tat we adualy
submited because tat is not pat of what they hae t caor
Be or e bess d ey,

So, oe ting ta s kid o uigque about tha teat
you might see, it i a geaer wume for amouns of releases
than tere ae for total poducioHelated westes for Foms R
o Fom As ta wee ¢eige a te 50 pound leve

So, tet s just a noaion, bt N tems o re
lases 81 and 88, it appeas that those ae about 30hs of
a pecet on te naional - based on the national aggregate
data. Here is some acual fom  counting. We hawe 18675
foms of one fom o anoher that appear t be  €lgbl



7400, 7200 were acid Fom A submissions. The  difference
n tee a 11441 ae te Fom Rs That 5 26 pecet o
a foms smited ad ta s not just Fom Rs That s
d vwsos o a fom

We wated t refet what the impact might be on
soedfic  chemicals because tee s a bg pcdue hee ook
at, oher than just the naional aggegae daa What we hawe
done here is detemine  which chemicas woud be  completely
elgie. Ts & a a huded pecet for Fom A suomisson,
woud no longer Fom R submission, based on infomaton @ that

We hae a Wl of 70 chemicas listed here and as
sociated wih  those, we have 127 repors.

MS. HAZEN: Does that mean those 70 chemicals would
not appear anywhere in Fom R then Those 70 chemicals would
bascay fow ou of te Fom R sysem

MR.  CRAWFORD: That s comect

let me t© yu wha ta s ocomposed of Actualy
receved in 1996, tere were 33 chemicas for which oy a
Fom A was receved. So, the diference betveen te 33 and
te 70 tat you hae hee, you kow, te - wha b tha, 37
chemicas, ae cemicals for whch Fom Rs ae acuay re
ceed but woud be ¢€igbe for te Fom A

There were 44 repots assodated wih  those Now,
o gt a that oquaty of 81 trough 87 assodated wih
just those chemicas - ths is jut a smal snapshat fom the

national  picture, but we assumed agan 500 pounds for each of

those chemica repots for which we oy receved the Fom A

© be 500 pounds. So, of te 44 chemcaks - yu dont hae

ts on your the and | apoogze, bt of te 4 chemicas,

te 4 Fom As we had 500 pounds. Thet s 22000 pounds of

that 27200 pounds are estimates based on Fom A submissions.
So, te dference hee s tose cdemcas for which

we actualy got a Fom R makes up about roughly 5000 pounds

associated  with  those. Ad we wl go bak and do some dat

fing pons ff amone needs o  enoy that  agan
Now, ten, we ty to rfed some levd o oot saw
ings for each o these opios So, we hae oarmenty, i the

Fom A wee wused t© is ful capadty based on ta 18600
Fom R comnvesion here, we esimate roughy $20 miion  would
be saed ad tat s boh wha we cad a wad oot for te
system gt now of about 400 miion and that s about 49
peroent of toil oot

So, tet s te dudue o ts matix We then
havee Opions 1 and is poeniad impadt acoss te  board

Tt s te opion ta emaies recyding. Opion 2 thee
then eiminates recydng and enegy - bum  for  energy  recov-
ey axd ten Opion 3 s te 81 fgues only.
Shce Jm had a hand in these daa, | woud ke D
MR.  LAITY: I just wat to make one daiying ocom
ment on te last coumn. To esimate the ocost savngs, EPA

used i esimaes of ocost savings pefomed, which appear in
the economc amyss o te oignd Fom A e, makig it
alo appear in the information colection request approval
submissions. Bascaly, tey esimae ta te cost o ocom
peing a Fom A s about tothids of te oost of competing



te Fom R
So, what @ those numbers represert  is bascaly  saving
roughy a thrd of te cost pefomed tmes the number of
foms tat woud be poentely egbe © be Fom As
PARTICIPANT: | hae a dafying oquesion a a oo
auhor of ths thing. As | recdet, tat 17 12 hous tat
we assumed was the hous saved and then there is the equva
et N dias saed a te 900 somehing level
MR.  CRAWFORD: t s abou a thousand, yes.
PARTICIPANT: What | dont remember what we dd is
for the Opion 1 ad Opion 2 for whch you ae not dong as
much cacdation, dd we put hn ts the a geder saings
per fom?
MR CRAWFORD: Welb t & rmefleded - acaly,
you smpy dvide the amua savings by te number of foms
thet you tink woud be eighe you gt a oot saings  per

option. | ddit hae ta on ts thbe hee but mougly |
can go through There is about $1070 per fom oost savings
for the oamet opion - | mean, te curent scenario  versus

a fu Fom R submisson
There s about $1200 per fom oconverted for the

Opion No. 1 That €eiminaies  recyding. Ad tee s abou
a $300 savings for eiminating recyding and energy recovery
finaly ust considering amounts released or transferred
sie for dsposal s about $1400 savings per  fom

As we go down trough these vaous options, | think
sat to gt a some o te tngs ta we had head ear
today about not, say, tading a much o the  information
you have t to aggegate your dam and the noton between
why they were suggested as sSmply tageing aeas tat a fa
city =~ woudnt have t tack and consder and somehow  that
woud be rfeded n a tme  savings.

So, t kB yu amouts tat you ae sendng of sie
for eegy recomy s a dieent thing for yu ®© tak ad
you ddnt hae t consder it somehow woud be refeced as

eimination o burden.

Caiying Ouesions aly.

PARTICIPANT: So, teefore, © meke it exser for
eenyone t© udesand ts tbe, you hae two  efeds wih
regard t cost savings. One s you hae moe saings per fom
as yu @ fon ament o Opion 1, Opion 2 Opion 3 But
the oher effed that you ae seeng is yu hae moe foms
being elgble. So, as yu g fom the top t the batom,
they go fom te Jloest o te highest

MR. CRAWFORD: Okay.

Paul.

MR ORUM:  What sot of edimaes dd you do of the
oot o fadiess o podudg ts maeid a wese?

MR.  CRAWFORD: Oh, that they woud awod the cost of
managing the waste i they ddnt hae to - they ddnt -
would you expiain that?

MR, ORUM: We, | mean, we ae tkng hee aout -
- t some degee about incenves and sot  of incenfve @ stuc
e for what ges repoted Therefore, what s woth  awod
ing te whoe 1ida o te Pduion Peenon Ad on whch
ths repotfng s based s souce  reduction. of main

(0] o

Ore the
aguments for source reducion s you dont hawe pay



teat and manage d ta waste
I am wondeing what sot of cost estmates you
tems o te oot of podudng a  tis  materdl
oe pat o te pdue
MR, CRAWFORD: Wed g me se f | an put ta
o a daiying queston. Thet woud mean  you wee D
ump fom te oament Sucre to, sa, Opion No. 3
there would be some way to associate the poundage that was no
longer €igbe o no longer required - yes, counted towards
the waste management threshold, te cost of managing that
wese vesuis a fadiy now tet s  eighe  because tey hawe
ket tose weses bdow o bdow a kst te  eigbily
level.
| tik | udesand een tough | dont tik thet
sounds 0 Clear.
MR ORUM As fr s | koy te ad oo o
poting is realy smal compaed to te oot of podudng  and
managng tis maeid as  wese The incenve t© reduce it

wokes and the pubicc, the  newspapers, wherever  ese it Qoes,

Therefore, it seems t me lke tha woud be an im
potant anayss t© do s how much does it cost to produce
s wase tat we ae gg how - we may ogwve a i
moe o less okay not to reduce because it s nat
porting.

Maybe ts s adeady der O everyone bt just so
we undersand what we ae tking about te pupose of this
s for a fdy ta kows - ks sy tha we wee tkdyg
abot Opion 1, f a fdy kew ta t had vay fow r
kases and managed vy e wase N awy  ady | exoept
recydng, but tey dd a huge amout of recyding, tis  op
fion would aow them o calouigie ther elghity wihout
haiig © tak a o te wese tat tey recded

Howeve, i tey ae adove 500 tey woud di
hae t© ftak down ad repot a tat recyded suf on  the
Fom R jut so - so, tis is a about the treshdd caor
Gon for Fom A oy
MS. HAZEN: Pau, can | - | dont qute understand

your  questons. Hore s what | tink | am understanding. So,
" me f I an gt o woyg

Ae you askng - curenty, al of waste ~manage-
men, wese adies ae indwed N these  threshdds If
some of tose were t© be exduded and, therefore, the spot
igt wasnt on tem ad so poentad pesue o bing the
generaion of tose wases dom s tken off ae you  askng,
has EPA done awhing t cdolate te costs assocated  wih



the waste that woud oconnrue to be generated and then Ul
mately manage and, in parentheses, which othemwise wouldn't
have been reduced because there woud have been a focus on it
Was tat the  queston?
MR ORUM: Yes. Thet s a oot o fadies
There s aso the oot O wokes in cancers. Thee s a oot

to  communiies in  contamination. There ae oher costs as
wel | st thougt | woud foas on oot © fdies D
produce al tat wese and manage it

MS. HAZEN: | ocoud be oomeced but | tink te

asner [ ‘no”’
MR. CRAWFORD: No, we hae not done that analysis,

MS. HAZEN: Because | dont thnk we can proect what
the decrease in the wese generaion might be as a resut of
pbc foos on &

MR LATY: Jg¢ b e of ny OMB ha for a mnue

and be an economist for a second, a ot of economists might
ask the question why fadiiies woud incease is generation
o waste | ta wes oosty. The impicaion of your quesion
s ta ff te spoight et on them tey woud geneae

more waste and that woud be eqensve o them. In  generd,

oe assumes tat fadiles ae tying © keep  ter ooss
don een | tey dont cae about suwing a  al So, | am

MR. ORUM: You know, experience shows time and agan

tha  tee 5 information oS, especaly n the  smder

fms and reasons, instituional barers why fims dont re-
duce waste. Some of it has to do wth te fagmented nature
of federd repoing and the peope  fom the  Massachusetts
progam, te TURI progam, who are represented, can go into
geat deal on ta, but eqeience shows tat that - the
source reducton does not happen in many cases when it coud
and  shoud. That s te whde pont of ta rmpoing ad |
thnk it s impotant to keep tose costs in mnd when we are
g oosls here.

Mulice dsoussors]

MS. DOA: - something you were geting a by having
information repoted so that peope ocoud look a  te wese
heracy and put a spotight on tat and - | thnk peope

thought that there woud be some incenve for companes 1o
move up te waste hierarchy.

MR, SKERNOLIS | thrk t & far © sy ta thee
5 an awud &t o fdies ot tee who ae rmepoing  who
do not pay attenion t waste management costs, who do not
ook a is oppotuniies for souce redudion and  te oo
gt hegs ta n the poes

The podem | hae & genedizng tha to a  gen

eatos and  bascally saing nobody s lookng a  pofit mo
tve and ocompetion and oot saings as a bass for  making
decisons about waste management That is so ootray to ew

ey epeence ta | have in ts busness and | am sue the
manufactiing sector representatives wouid back that up, that
t doesnt - it s laughabe to me O suggest tat oot saw

ngs ad poit moive ae not te maor  incenves for  deter
mnng what - not tat tee aent oher incenves, but  in



ems of wha s te dvig foce behind tet

MR. CRAWFORD: Okay.
Sam.
MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: You sad your defaut vaue @ that

you used under the cument bass for 500 pounds, you defauted
the 500 pounds for your  caleulation?
MR CRAWFORD: That s comect Toal  production
ad related wase.
MR.  CHAVBERLAIN: Okay. Ad ten a you wet u te
scade to a 5000 pound cauoff, dd you defaut the 5000
pounds?
MR.  CRAWFORD: No. The ony defalt happens o be -
-1 mean, we hae infomaion for al tose repots tat  ae
nt Fom A So ta s add dda t 5 oy te 740
Fom As tat wee acudy submited that ae  represented  at
exch sage in hee, a 500 pouds for ther il  producion
o relaied wese.
Does tat nake sense? lt me wt - & mgt be

hepl I -

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: It coud have been more than 500
pounds based on the -

Mulice dsoussors]

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: So tat 7400 Fom As ae pat of
each o tese numbers, as wel as you know, ths quaty is
made yp o te same peoge ad moe a yu g down the B OO

each o te vaious opios. Cetanly, anyoe n ts gpion
s gohg to be eigbe down hee a wel becausse they woud
be lookihg a much higher - wel, many more dala elements.

Poertaly, ts 3500 & oomposed o ts 18 pus ta
ou -

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Tim, go ahead and exlain that I
have another quesion on your foonote No. 2

MR,  CRAWFORD: Wel, jut t© cal to peopes aten
fon a yu @ trouwh ths & D ty © fgue ok what
5 oty tyng b sy © yu tee - | apoogre gt
now because tee s a bak hee d tese ta ae not
aekbke vt

Buu what essoidy ts pat o ts the & s
posed to do is to daw your atteion t what oher impads
thee may be in addion t nationd aggregate. So, not oy
B t possbe poend fdiess bt bgod taa &t B v
fomaton that the communty -

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Is your foonoe No. 2, s tet
for d Fom As pus Rs o | mean a Fom Rs?

MR. CRAWFORD: Yes. Any amount of releases in  here
include the 7400 -

MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: Okay.

MR.  CRAWFORD: Then there is nothing assodated  with

Does anybody have a clarifying question?

MR. GARNER: On te Opion 1 is subracng out the
recde and Opion 2 s sudrading out the reoyde and  eney
recovery. So then te  dference, sa, i looking a te 50
coumn in Opion 1 i 42 pecent ad in Opion 2 s 55 per
cent So, ten te efedt of ut eegy ooy s the df
ference, which [ 13 percent.

MR.  CRAWFORD: Right. And then the difference be-



ween ta vl -

MR.  GARNER: So, ten there is reay more infoma
ton on tis tbe tan mees te ep

MR CRAWFORD: Thee B a whie kbt hee | wat ©
make sure that people  understand exacty what -

MR.  STEIDEL: Again, te cdumn tat says  chemicals

on Fom A ony, the oquatty is pounds that dd not get re
ported.

MR. CRAWFORD: Pounds that -

Mulice dsoussors]

MR.  STEIDEL: The number of Fom Rs under that
headng s -

MR. CRAWFORD: Oh, the number of Fom R's associated
with those chemicals for which a hunded percent woud be €k
ghe for Fom A  oconverson

MR.  LATY: So, in oher wods those 70 chemicas,
roughy oe o te wo fadiless N te whde ooutty ae
repoting on each o tose chemcads and tee s a wE o
100 and whatever, 27, foms that woud be eigbe under the
cunent program to report those.

MS. FERGUSON: Ad you ae in the poces o filing
ot the NA odumn So, what s your schedue for geting the
forms?

MR CRAWFORD: I woud ke D be ae D hae a
fesh  one tomomow. | ddnit check te dice b see i tey
ae avalabe now. What you ae going t see s sSmiar
what s  happenng in  al tese oher  ocoumrs. Incrementally,

t B g DO heese a ywu made gy ks g
moe cdemccs W A ou
Jut to see gt now, we hae gt say, an est
mated 70 chemicas. f yu dop a te way down © the bot
tom of te paper ad see Opion 3 te lkat wase imoved in
the ciera, 5000 pounds, you hae got 232 chemicas re
leased. They woud ocompeey be  eigbe
MR.  CHAMBERLAN: Ad the daiying quesion, so,
when you sad eafer f you look a te chemcals in Fom A
which is what Bobs comment was, what | head you say by tak
ng te dela s that tere ae appoximatey 37 o 36 chemk
cas tat oy acooued for acua, about for o fve  touw
sand pounds of quantty. That s - because that s actua
date and then because you estimated 500 pounds, then you have
assumed 40 something chemicals accounted for 22,000 pounds.
MR.  CRAWFORD: Wel, ths s just one year o daa
That s ad we hae © wok on The poental window, the
eigbity tee s u t 50 ad tee s a numbar o was
you can at te cake bt -
MS. HAZEN: Tim, do you koow what kinds of chemicals
the 70 ooud poentaly fl of f tee wes a hunded per-
cent use, what kinds o chemicads ae these? Is it possbe
a some pont tat you ooud poide foks wh a  KB?

MR CRAWFORD: Yes. | dont hae of hand, | am
sony, exadly how these ae charadierized, wha  te level of
tidy ae poenidy o tese  demicas Bu & me

commt to te goup of haing a folonup repot that  goes
o what tis & adudy ocomposed of

MS. DOA Rightt because it s pobaby not a good
da jut © ok a rnaiond aggegae | quaties for e



chemicals, especialy  since many of  these chemicas  are prob-
ably thngs tat we added in chemical eganson and ae ey
oc a s bk,

MR.  LAITY: Oe oher ting ta woud be usel ©
kov nh tada B & hw ta neseds wh te B o
chemcals tat youu ae oconsdeing for the lower  repoting
threshold  because  presumably this whoe Fom A progam  might
not appy to tose amyway and it woud be usel to see, you
koow, sot of whether some o tese ae tose kind of things.

MR.  CHAMBERLAN: A daiying poitt | guess, and
that s tat the shaded lne for the 500 pounds tat we dont
s on ous b -

Mulice dsoussors]

- a yu g dowmnm the chat you hae o subract

ot - for te dda, yu hae D subrad out tha fist
e Oay.
MR.  CRAWFORD: That s the baseline
MR.  CHAMBERLAIN: That s te basedine Okay.
MR.  SKERNOLIS: | want to make an observaton.
MR. CRAWFORD: [ dont know.
MR.  SKERNOLIS: | wat t do it trough a daifca
fon quesion.

As | bk aa te demcas nh Fom A oy ad te
poundage associated with ta, whch s a hgh sSde esimae
by defnion ad we woud al agee, pobaby vay  ineccurae
MR.  CRAWFORD: Wel, et me cauion before we just
accept that as - wel, because tere s a least one daa
gemet tat s not proposed in that goup and tat s an 88
calastrophic,  onetime  releases. Ad in some cases, those can
be zew. In some cases, tey can be anything So, tee ae
some instances where there has been -

MR.  SKERNOLIS: But in genera, when you are making
your estmates of poundage saved, you ae ushg 500.
MR. CRAWFORD: Yes.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: So tat ewen usng a high sde est
mate, for exampe, on Opton 3, te 500 pound opion, we are
spending 13 percent of our dolars n colection information
on an incrediby low amount of  poundage.

MS. DOA But ddnt Tm say that we cant condude
that that s a high sde esimae because you dont have the
Section 88, which is, again, probably release information n
there.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Buu you woud not anicpate that
thet woud widy inflae te 33 mion number ot o 18
billion.

MR, CRAWFORD: One thng | mean -

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Does that bother anybody? Does that
bother EPA because they are spendng 13 percent of s money
to gt 0001 pecent of te information?

MS. HAZEN: | understand your point on  poundage.
Obviousy, we have looked a ts cdat a wl ad sad te
numbers  are  smal The issue s not just pounds, however. It
s what s te chemica Vaey smal wiumes of exdemey
toxic chemicals, what s the vaue of you kow, fve pounds
o x vesus a mion pounds o .

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Oh, |  understand.



MS. HAZEN: The other issue is in a communty where
tis chemcd - sy oy two o tee fadiles ae repot
ing tis chemica f you wee Mg n te oommunty where
ths chemicadl happens t© be rdeased a, you kow, whatever,
that may be exdremey impotant to you as a communiy. So,
EPA B sot o - te way we ae bdig a ts &5 fom a
number of different perspectives. Obviously, the pound issue
5 an impofat one D us
We spend money to manage the data, just as you spend
moey b oded t 5 mpot © W BU we hae D

bk a t fon oher  pespedives
f te commuity s gong t© lose d te infoma
ton on ta demca, s ta impotant f te releases

o te ocommuity t© tat ocommunty ae sgnficat, s that
impotant and what ae te txddy of tese cemicas, s why
Il wat Tm © ge yu ta &

We hae © ook a ad o tee thgs © oome w
wih what & our pegede on  te redve oot

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | apprecate  that | am not mn-
mzazng ta asgped o K but isidvey oe lods a ta
knrd of raionshp axd one wondes abot te feing wih
which  you havwe  approached repoting, where you have tat  kind
of dspropoion  betveen totall cost and the amount of  informa
fon  yau ae  geing

t ocoud lkad yu to a whe oher can o thought
as wha we ae een kg aboutt hee a sgnficant  enough
change to bing te cost moe in  propoton to  the  accuracy.
And, remember, we ae not taking about lost  information. We
ae kg aou loss o  dedson Thee & a dedson

MR,  CRAWFORD: Can | intenrupt rght now? We are
definitely a0oss into more of the ciscussion.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: Sory.

MR.  CRAWFORD: Il woud ke © be ade D oer te
net ten mnues lkfs say, g trwough te remander o te
document and it looks ke tomoow we wil cetany hae
time O dsuss pegpges ooncems o ieet b ths

MS. PRCE Buu we wat t© soend aot a haf hor
today a last to begn the repotng of comments and con
cerns.

“‘Committee  Member™. | have one more queston on
caity touh

Do you hawe any idea of the number of respondents in
tems of the redudon in foms? Is tis ooncentated in a
smal number of ims o B it -

MR.  CRAWFORD: Wel, we oy hae for that top e
ghity fom te Tabe 1  eale, tee ae aou 320 f&
cites that tke advatage a some levd of Fom A and po
tertialy thee ae about 5000 moe that coud, based on  just
ther Fom R submission. So, that s about 26 pecent of te
reporters  fight  now. | tink tat & about 41 pecet o re
potes teat aqypear O be eghe a te amrent el 4
peroert o fadliies poienialy eigbe o e adventage -

‘Commitee  Member™: So, ten just gve a hbal pak
f you ooud n yor e oodumnm rmrdudon n Fom RS
number of Form Rs, how woud you create a number for number
o fdies indved?



MR.  CRAWFORD: That woud be about 9000 fadiiies.
‘Committee  Member™; Ad tat i n eweryone o

tese o B t a0 -
MR. CRAWFORD: That s the baseline. We dont have

the caodgion of - | dont hae it - ta s daa | ddnt
ak for Numbes of fadiles tat woud poenay gow as
youu g down te &t that woud be eigbe
‘Committee  Member™ Woud that be faa o woud it
gow, to0?
MR. CRAWFORD: I woud imagine there are some fa-

diles ot tee ta do a sbsand  amout o regyding,
ks say, ad tey woud be then elgbe. There ae some
indLsties poientialy et aent eighe, s, mea feboi
caos o something tat just cant keep al  ter amounts
under 500 pounds. So, there ae probaby rea sedos  out
tee tat ae oconstained by te cument scenaio that  might
ump n

A gt Ay  bst daiying quesios about what
these opfons  are? BEd, | tnk you udesand these

let me just descibe - as we dscuss tis in more
Oetal tomomow, oetany - and ewyone has ht on it <o
far - there ae issues 1t oonsder. How much daa ae we
losing? Ad how does tat ten efed EPAs responshity or

how does that effect what communies and dala wusers have in
hand?

One of the suggesons has been tat we sot of ex
pand some of the infomation o make the ceticaion  State-
mentt the Fom A a e bt moe infomation packed. There
s an addon in the attachment 1 that attempts to describe
some addiional data tat a Fom A cetfer woud hae as  te
ebply [le¥e gow.

So, say the way t b repeseed hee - tis s
may be n em We hae a kbt o pos o daiicaion,
but tee woud be ten an incemental increase N number  of
fdies egde DO we a Fom A tpe opon, wa b
geater than where we ae now and wherever that level woud be
set a, say, 2000 or 5000 pounds or based on some oter cat-
egory. Fadites woud hae to make uwp te dference wih a
ite bt of addiond data and somehow that daa  woud be
upoaded and made avaldble to data uses sot of  appeasing
the daa loss that woud go dong wth te loss o those adde
tional incremental foms converted.

Wasnt that smooth  enough? Okay. Fst  darfying
guestion.
MS. FERGUSON: What other analysis or ae you doing
any oher andyss besides te banks  here. Ae you looking
a some o te issues ke which industill ocodes ae  more
dieced by te st atd povson k tee a sk cor-
relation? f you broke the numbers out, managed versus ambr

et reeases, does tat pant a dferet paue NN s o
impacts?

MR. CRAWFORD: Let me just say
ford awyss ta we hae o, sy ts  led
aon s fing ot te et o ts fom ad then pobaby
addng which chemicals are affected and maybe even taking it
o te vl o ocommunies. The kv o deal ta you ae
taking about woud cetany be  developed n a nemakng

that te ony add
of



aovty o i te goup deddes tat te remander o the
summer you want to spend some indepth tme lookng at Fom A
that coud be something that you request and we take orders
fom thet

Buu ngtt nonv, tee s nob you kow, a ray ds
seding of te poenial  impads. We ae jut tying t get a
ft read fom you al what you fedd wam to ad then we
wil, you kow, poced fom @ ter

MS. DOA But Tom Naat - mabe, Tom, when you
tak about  your report because you have some fadility-specific
information  that woud addess, | tink - tat wes pat o
Suses question.

MR,  BROMLEY: | geess ts s do yu hae te capa

bity of te Fom Rs tat you hae looked a fom te

besdre tat  you sad were poenidly  eigbe, ps  te

ones you caouated that woud become  eigbe  under  the
hgher treshdds o the oher options? Do yu hae a least
as a rmugh break the difference betveen ar and water and
land, what those type of releases would be? Or maybe ewen

break it domm futher in the UC secion and the waste manage
ment -

MR CRAWFORD: That levd of de, no, | dont
hae i

MS. DOA Ad | doit kow how we woid gop tem
ot NOW.

MR.  BROMLEY: Because tolal releases gves you a
fdse  pdue I mean, t B W ke te mrason wy we hae

discussed about opposng s in te  fist  pace  because
tet doest ogwe yu a U pare ey o wa B gog

on. So, t s had O eaue eady wha we ae lodig a
hee wihot a e bt moe inomaion on ta, een a

rough breakdomn of what that might be.

MS. DOA | dont thnk there is enough ageement on
some of te tems tat were used
MR. BROMLEY: No, | mean, just break it up between

ar and water and lnd woud be te rough breakdown.
MS. DOA The pan has appicaion faming. The
pan has - | mean tee -
MR. BROMLEY: With that knomedge, we have that -
MR,  CRAWFORD: Wel, for the Fom Rs ta we re
ceved we hae a te abiy o dssed the dada hnh  ay
bd o dea Rt mw for the qik adyss D gwe
somethng to tis goup, we reied on te Secion 18 because
t b just faser © upoad you kow, Sedon 5 and, you
kow, uis in Sedon 6 a vaey o tigs ooud be peced
together. That s not somehing tat we have avaidbe now.
Dependng on what the group decides tomomow, we
wi hae t© chater ot what moe we wat t do for ths
Ed yu ae uw

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | was jut gong t© paty respond
o Cory. As much as | sympahize with where he is coming
fon ad | ik tee B a - | tik by ted Bt ta a
b o tee oise tades tat eher W o wot  be

i
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any changes ae now gong to be gong to fadk
gong t be reguated temsehves under TR You
sue wheher that quoe inomaion s even st
end. f yu hae an ofste taser 0 a



gy o a  teamet o a  dgposd kdly  now  regubied

uder Subile C & b gong O gt pded W

MR ORUM The fanslr 5 lost

MR.  SKERNOLIS: No, | understand. What | am saying
B it doesit gt a Coefs quesion o whee i s gig

because you cant make absolute judgments about that  because
you hae gt © ten tak tat oosfuent © s net dest
nation.

MR. CRAWFORD: That sounds lke a good comment for

tomorrow.
MR, FEES | thhk we ae ready now t© moe ahead
MR, CRAWFORD: | hae g oe bt -
MR. FEES Oh,  sowy.
MR,  CRAWFORD: | ut hae one moe - it s dSmpy
the last adusment tat coud be made under the cument kind
o ostudon o te aemae tweshod ad ta B i
ceesg te adMy e So | tk ts & pety gnm
py foo foks © udesand and nght now ta s st a 1
miion pounds.

Of those foms tat we ae seeng that aent cour
rely beng ulized as a Fom A some o te cding on
tose ooud be mesiced by ter aMy kbE o e
manufacturer  process of  ohewise use s geater tan a mi
fon  pounds. t has been suggesed that for some  industies
thet ae quie eficert, ther westes ae faly wekoon
tained and tat tey can manage a substanal amount of volume
of material wihout those wastes gong up. So ta we coud
modfy tat, inoease it fom 1 miion ®© somehing ese  ad
open the door t evenbody, who can keep ther waste down o
500.

Again, this does not chage ouwr basdne in te daa
table. t doesnt incease beyond, say, te 18000 reporfs
thet apper © be eghe bt t does emue ta tee b
no reguisiory impediment for a those potenialy eighe
repots to be ocoveted Mo a Fom A

PARTICIPANT: Tm | hae a dafying pont about

5

Suhie C. Whee dd ths ocome fom? It nt st an ofF
sging amount of addiiond infomaion for te Fom A It
aciadly pradically came fom  Pal Oum  oignaly. He
doesnt want t© ke cedt for tis idea -

MR, ORUM: Ceatany not in ths foum.

PARTICIPANT: - t was a legimae aiidsm, we
thoughtt tat we woudnt hae infoomaton tat - he  thought
and | thought it was a good idea that why dont we povide
nfomaion in te Fom R Fom A So, tat s why tha sec
od sdon b tee

The @it sedon Bk tere because raher  then

have
imomaion about te ¢ tat te aMy B n a 50

ater you have deady done te caadaion, you @ aready know
the

whch meda ts is hapenng in ad wy nat &l public
which meda that these releases ae - o tansfers ae hap
penng i Therefore, you hae those ooumns o thet
So, tat s why these specdfic ocoumns were  shown.
MR,  CRAWFORD: | guess we can ftke maype one more
dabig Opesion

MR FEES ~ Ad afer thet we ae g@ing © ke Tom
Netants repot on hs andyss o te Fom A opions



MR.  SKERNOLIS: | jut wat t© menion ta o the
etent EPA  pooeeds wih  loweing  tweshod, tet a ot of
these numbers become moot, dependng on how many  constituents
ae detied a haig wer  teshods k ta a fr
satemert, tat ff EPA  shoud choose o lower  reporing
treshods for 1 o 5 o 10 oconsivents, ten what we ae
seeing here may not matter because the poundages wont —matter
and the number of chemicas and the number of Fom Rs are
gng b be mabe  sonficaty  afeced

In oher words, ths daa migt be owewhemed by a
loneing o threshalds.

MR. FEES: And that was adeady stated as something
we need 1t look into, the cossover between te -

Okay, Tom.

MR.  NATAN: [Comment off microphone] And  you take
tol poduion of wastes as  your lower treshod, you can
see tat 145 pecent o fadiies woud suomt oy Fom  As
f tey use te 500 poud lee f you incesse tat uwp
5000 pounds, you get 265 @ percent

Ths i based on 1994 daa Obviously, |  didnt
have 1996 daa to dupicae EPAs analyss. Ad | decded not
to use 1995 dala because there were adready Fom As  submited
ad | ddit wat o hae © make a dedson about how much of
ay wese | woud hae o afbue t© tat pont There s
no upper use threshold.

So, when you look a the chemicals that are ex
cduded, you go fom 5 to 11 percent of chemicas for which
ooy Fom As woud be submited and that is based on the 194
it of chemicak. The 1995 st of chemicads you woud, ob
vousy, epect tat t© - te pecenage O incease  since
thee ae some chemicas that have vey few foms  submited.

MR. BROMLEY: How does that relale to Tabe 2, where
it shows -

MR, NATAN: Ts & the vy it s# o mows o
Tabe 2 Okay? The oaurent treshod, usng al of te po
duciovelted wese, te fit e 500 pounds B Ut a
curtent basdine and it comesponds t te 500 pounds here I
didnt look a a thousand pounds. That s just 500 and 2000
and 5,000.

The implications here from the environmental
communiys pespecve s tat ths s a hd o a kbt o
fadiies for which there wi be no informaiion bascaly.

MR. FEES: The 145 represents what we shoud expect
f &t ws U=

MR.  NATAN: That represents  bascaly what  Tim's
poecion woud gwve you, | woud think I mean, it may ewen
be higher. | dont know how te new chemicas hae affected
the number o fadiies repofing bt & coud be moe o
less.

MR. BROMLEY: So, what you ae saing - rght now,

we hae 500 pounds s or ke n Fom A The fadiiies
that quaify for Fom A s what pecenage gt now wih the
threshold? sk tat te 02 pecat

MR, NATAN: Curerty, t & somewat less t s
aound 9 to 10 percent Ths s because of the atemate
treshad, but | dont  know. Maype tey wee eigbe and
g dt b



Ths s in te handot tat | gae you, by te way,
and if you ddnt get one - anbody that ddnt get one ket
me  know.

MR. BROMLEY: The real important numbers you would

thnrk woud be te 53 of te chemicas tat ae -
MR, NATAN: Nob no - wd but f yu Md nrea
oe o tose fdies t B vy nmpotat | mean, tat
E te idea Te fd tet - tet B a kb o fdies
You ae tekdg 23000 fadiies.

| then wet aead ad lboked a - | ddit do jst
exdudng regdng oy I od bd<rg aI_ exd.d‘g recy-
wih te andyss tat Tm has aeady shomn  you t ogwes no

upper use threshold.

The amounts of fadiles tat woud be  exduded
under three different thresholds that exduded energy recovery
and reogdng, and as  you can see  the  fadies exduded
just hkes up damaticaly and dependng on  whether it s 500
or 5000 pounds and the chemicas for which ony Fom As are
submitied increases as wel

Nov | gt b te pat tat | cd gea expets
@kg for te ske o oher gea epets hee Soyou Wi
hae t bear wih me

| ted © fgue ot what addg a use threshad
woud do ad what | dd o do tat wes ke ol production

related wese as a sumogae for use So, bascaly te idea
s tat f yu hae - te owment ue adMy treshod s a
miion  pounds. So, awy foun ta ten had a milion pounds

of total produciorHelated waste would exceed a milion
pounds of use because waste is a component of use

What tis does not get a s those foms for which
ue s ower a milon pounds, but podudion o wase s ey
smal and that might need some new fomulaion or a repackag
ng opeionn a we head ealer today

So, ts6 B mt peked, howewe. So, | j& tied
o see what woud happen f you dd tet Hee you hae te
resuts for 1 miion and 10 miion pounds. As you can  seg
in te fadiles and cdemcals exduded it doesnt make a
whoe ot o difierence.
PARTICIPANT: Ths s makng a vey coonceted as
sumption. | just wated ®© pont tat ot t eveybody.
MR, NATAN Wb &t B te bet we @n do
PARTICIPANT: Wel, n te Sae o Massachusets,

tey had rred daa

MR.  NATAN: Yes, and they dont have al te indus
i saos dhe.

PARTICIPANT: So, we wee cdodaing | guess it
was 5 pecent of the fadiies tat had MPU vaues ower a
million.

Mulice dsoussors]

MR.  NATAN: fyou look a te dan te acd daa
that woud be exduded, the picture does change, based on the
upper use  threshold. Now, tis i - agan, you ae looking

a a lower treshod that exdudes enegy recovey and  recy-
dng. Then you ae lookng a an upper treshdd tat s
produciorHelated waste as  a  sunogate. You can see that
that does make a difierence. So, you hae t then - you



koow, you hae t© ten look back Fom one port of vew, you
can see a dference in the amount of daa tat ae  exduded,

bu, agan, it doesnt seem to make a whoe ot o difference

h i

2911 petroeum refning and you go across and it
pecet o @ fdies

MR LATY: Tom, | kov ts rmpot 5 doe I
drt kowv f &t & pesde D tesk t a d | redy
appredale your prepaing tis and | woud  be  realy -
ested ®© kow the asoue numbes of fadiies tat  those

percentages represent
MR, NATAN: You ae gt Some o tem ae nmor

MR LATY: F &t 5 oe f@&dy ten - | tik

MR, NATAN: You ae nigt and we do hae tat infor-
mation. We do pan on issung anoher repot a e more
complete. Ths was knd of a mn the daa, cak something
o n tme for ts mesing

MS. DOA Buu yor pont though wes te 2011 s pe
toeum refning, tee s gong to be a number of peope

MR.  NATAN: Thee ae 168 fadiles in  SIC  oode
211 That ore | know.

MS. PRICE Can yu say a e bt moe about why
t woud dop ou?

MR.  NATAN: Wel, because tey do a far amount of
energy  recovery. I mean, that was - 2911 was the energy re
covey that ended up. When they exduded that, they bumed a
ot o etyere and popyene So, tat wes what dd it

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: Ae you saying that they would
repot  on Fom A?

MR.  NATAN: Only.

MR,  CHAVBERLAN: So, tey ae sl repotng

MR.  NATAN: Yes, but because they ae not - because

recoery and recding is exduded fom te Fom A threshod,
that s what -

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: So, they ae Fom As instead of a
Fom R

MS. FERGUSON: | dont know that | woud necessaiy
because of the appdling comment tat we have to modfy Fom A
that showed you quaies go o tis caegay, tat  woud
be more informative.

MR.  NATAN: We, te 100000 pus caegoy for the
petodeum  industy s not desoipive  emough and  you  ae  tEk
ng aout w©s o mios

MS.  FERGUSON: Descripive  enough  for  what  purpose
n tms o beng inomave to te pubic N gened, where
these chemicas - agan, t has to do wth ter use o te



information. Ad f yu g bak t te gedics o te a
n tms of te pupose, of infoom pesons about  releases of
toic chemicas in  te  emvionment -

PARTICIPANT: Wima, woud yu ke © #© Suse
why the communty might thnk that one doesnt work?

MS. FERGUSON: f you capure it -

PARTICIPANT: t s nt a reese Ths B an en
ey reooey.

MR FHES Hd o | do hae a nde a pat hee
Members of the audence and that indudes SBA and OMB is not
abe to ocomment a ts point The reason we adlowed you D
comment was because of the jont report So, | woud ask you
to refain  fom comments, just to the members.

Thank  you.
Okay, Corey.
MR, BROMLEY: | was mabe daiying - it is not

necessarly for te pupose of what te communty s @ inter-
eed n t 5 te pupoe o te saue
MS. FERGUSON: Wel, how we capure it and make it

aakbe s vay impotat and | dont want o lose  tat, but
moving fom a categoy of informaton to another one may not
be - | mean, | ty not t© be judgmental about the resuls

utl we look trough and see what does that realy mean in
ems o te kids o inomaion tat ks aakdbe for what
purpose.

| tnkk we hae gt © keep te whoe pcaue in
mnd is where | am ocoming from.

MR.  NATAN: Ad my pupose hee was o put ot te
information and aso, to some exent, t et you know my per
spective.

MS. FERGUSON: | understand.

MR.  NATAN: Ths s lookng a what woud happen,
eduwdng enregy recovery and redingg,  t©  looking a re
leases. So, tese woud be indusies tat woud lose 50 per
cet o - tese ae ad moe tan 10 fadies.

Obviousy, when tis goes u t 5000 pounds, the
number increases and | dont want to put them al up hee -

MS. FERGUSON: So, wait What s the difference
betveen Tabe 4 and Tabe 3?

MR.  NATAN: Oe s fadiles and - Tdle 3 & te
industies for whch a& et 50 peeet o fadies wod
sbmi ol Fom As Then £ you bk a Tae 4 t & v
dusties for whch a least 50 pecent of te rdeases woud
not be repoted because tey woud be Fom As

So, t b nmt the same uvese hee We ae
loking at dfferent ways t ot the dama and fnd out who
woud not be repoting what

MR. BROMLEY: t is not te temindogy and you keep
whg It edwed o nat repoted t & beng rmepoed on
Fom A bt it i not necessaly -

PARTICIPANT: Nothing s behg repoted on Fom A
except te name of the county.

PARTICIPANT: And assume that 500 pounds.

MR, NATAN: Wd, you cant assume tat t s A
releases. I mean, you dont kiov what it

MR. BROMLEY: Wel, worst case, you coud assume it

B 50



MR.  NATAN: You ooud assume it s 500 pounds of

- ¥ wos e | ddt wat © -
MR. BROMLEY: | mean, you ooud take the worst case
ad look a tat daa ad tat s what may s beng put ou
there tat s beihg reported I mean, you may not hae te -
MR.  NATAN: | donit tink | woud wat © nmoke that
MR. FEES: The community coud make that assumption
ten dat te ddogee wh te fadiy. A kst  haw

Fom A gws ten te abiy t© do tha
MS. DOA Fom A s a cefficaion statement Fom
s not easy o it doesnt meet the requrements of the st
for repoing on  releases. I mean t b Wt te
besdine. Tee B a ddndon k 5 mt rmepoig k
[ not chemical release reporting.

5> &%

MR. BROMLEY: Is it on the database?
MS.  DOA t B sgace Nob t B
MR. BROMLEY: You <can access that information?

MS. DOA No, it s sepasae t & not comminged
t s naot ocomminged t b sepaeae

Dd tey test t a rm@ge mrpotng o oy ta
thee was a Fom A reported?

MR.  NATAN: Just tat there was a Fom A reported
and the numbes ae ten put in as zewo.

MS DOA Rot SO tsm kit s -

MR.  NATAN: They ae just sumogate  numbers.

MS. FERGUSON: Is the infomaion - can we - look
a it in dfferent ways? We hae gt the percent exduson -
you hae agued a 50 percent exduson and then we hae got a
percentage of that Can you wok on pound expenses or change
o mpolr - | am acuay looking for the dela toxc
chemicd @k odeed by te tpes o fadiies affeded by
that. Coud that be done?

MR.  NATAN: Wel, it ooud be done The quesion s
f | am gong t epend my resources away from doing other
tngs o do tha, es Yes, | ooud do that

MS. FERGUSON: Because | have no cdue what this
frandates in ttms o - a ts tk me s how may peope
wee repong a a 50 pecent kvl &l ot of the  sysem,
the percent of te -

MR, NATAN: Acaly, tis & the pecent that woud
be exduded So, yw o d te wey domnm D 50 peoat Some
o tese ae a hunded pecet, f tey ae ofste tans
s, woud not be  repoted

MS. FERGUSON: Then a hundred percent would have 50
peroert afiected.
MR NATAN No tet 58 M@ wa t & | am sy
Okay. Ths s bascay, yu f@©ke tese ad yu sot on that
on tha amount and ten just ot it of a 50 perent
So, when you ook a tis, ine No 2 rmased oof
fee, a huded pecet o ter ofse tases o tha

industy -

MR,  FEES Tom, we ae knd o ogeting a e
gt on e | dot kow f yu wat © BHe a @ o
Questions but not be ade to gt trough your presentation  or
-t B kd o k oe o te oadhe

MR NATAN We, bescay, ts B Oa? |



dont redly have amyhing moe to show you | dd wat to
adnowedge Angela  Skege  here. She asssed in poducng the
fables. | ooddnt have done ths wihout her | wat D

tark her for ta

Buu ff you have any quesions, | mean, | am aound
f you wat t ask spedicaly. f yu hae tngs ta you
thnk ewenbody woud lke t hea, go ahead and ask them

MR FHEES | an saue we W & pat o ta ds
cusson that we dd -

Mulice dsoussors]

MS. FEL Okay. Whet we ae gog © do b ealy
what we dd nght ater lunch We hae gt | quess fve
opions hee, A B C D We hae oly got about sx minues
per Qqpion.

MS. PRICE | trk we may need © tke some tre
tomonmow. Do you a wat to tke some tme ftomomow t go -
so, sSat wth mape Opion 1 today in ts hadf howr o do
yu wat O ty © do Ogon 1 ad 2 nh ts hf hour ad
then do the others tomomow. O wha woud be -

MR.  CRAWFORD: | tink tomomow we have got a good
ded of tme ta we can dewe t ether suppotng, going
aound the rmom t see what peope reay want on ths So,
thee pobaby & enough fme O just fuy devwop Opion 1
and then tomomow we can do more

Mulice dsoussors]

MS. FERGUSON: How are you gong to capure those of
us who dont think we havwe enough infomaion to wegh in  at
ts poit n tme, wo ae Sl n te nreed O oogee ad
adyze ts a e bt moe pehags N dieent was?

MR. CRAWFORD: I woud guess just in ths perod
ight now i you ooud rase those eemens tat you tnk  you
need befoe you can make a fuy infomed decson or comment
I mean, jut King daa eemens tat you fed ae ldig
woud be infomaton for  me

MR. SKERNOLIS: Second process  question.

What dd you say about is gong to happen tomomow
wih  rregad ©  ts?

MR,  CRAWFORD: Wel, we do hae tme © gt bak ®©
some o te tings tat were rased dwing te  brainstoming
secion, but | imegne tee s tme o gwe ts moe aten
ton tan cam al of your opnons and ooncems o 30 min
ues on ts Fom A eghly dage

MS. PRICE: What we ae taking about dong s now
in tis lst 25 mnues s taking your comments and concems
and maype comments about what addiional analysis you @ think
needs to be dome on ts Opion A incease te v o the
waste threshold, and then tomomow take maybe an hour to Qo
trough the oher ones and maybe some more tme f we need o
on going through comments and concems on the other options
peseted ©n  ts sedon o te  papen

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | guess | am just agan, ony one
ite member here kg becausse | pesoay hae a
moe ineret in the buden redudion iss.es we were  taking
abot pior to te Fom A dscusson than about the Fom A
dscusson and | dont wat © see o much of tat 845 o 12
odock tme tomomow eaten up by Fom A discussion. | mean,
| undestand you hae to gw it a reasonabe amount, but



thee ae bigger buden reducion issues tan Fom A

MR,  FEES You sad an howr of tat tme nght?

MR.  SKERNOLIS: He sad an hour to just tak about
comments, but then this aso anticipates further discussion
and debate affer we gt twugh jut te concems  identiica
tion.

MR FEES We | thhk we ae gg © hae D
eenthng, uldess membes fed ohewse, ad ty o keep it
to tis haf hour, which is wanng aquddy and an hour tomor
row.

Mike.

MR, ECK | dont want o see us mt dscusson on
an issue, which has generated more paper amost than any
other. | thnk we hae got two more meetngs in  ths summer
tme fame fadng us. I tink we shoud make a determination

tomomow  after  lunch  because peope leave vay  quiddy on  the
seccod day, f we need © devoe moe tme © Fom A o D
buden reducon in  subsequent  meetings. That s my sugges
tion.

Lets not ot of dscusson tomomow  before  we  hawe
een sarted discussion today.

MR. FEES: So, you ae suggesing that we go beyond
an hou, honever long it takes on Fom A?

MR ECK Wel ks hae Fem hod u © an howr
ad ten & te ed o an har ak f we & a gop wat D
eiend t on Fom A o f we d bdee ke H ta we
hae hed d we wat © sy adot Fom A ad we cn nmde a
decision.

MR, FEES Nonre o u ray kows &t wodd ex
tend. The pont & ta we hae got tese oher issues that
we lranstomed this momng tat EPA s gong to take a look

a tonght o maype lkter on tis atemoon and gve us some
idea of what ones that, youu kwow, we cn reay sat woking
on and developing. So, one hour tomomow.

MS. FEL We hae got 20 minues et gt now ®©
do ths one issue and that gves us one hour tomomow, 20 min-
ues for each of the oher thee Okay? Twenty minutes each
for te dhes That tkes v the how So, figt now we ae
st ( a A Tomoov we Wl do B C ad D n ta

>
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Comments on A Mike.

MR. ECK Ths s a generd ocomment reay on Tabe
2 bu t ggs o A B C ad D S yu wat her fom
me for te et o te day.

| thnk te ocost saings may be wvey sot, may not

be vad | hae foor ooncems I Wl ratle tem of
quickly. In some Cases, the indvidual chemical calculiations
may be done a a buch f yu hae oe maeid with four

separate reportable chemicals, once  you know  the percentage in
tet maed, a kb o ta ®©ds D A ok
I am not oconvinced that the savings were

adjusted -

MS. FEL Is tis te second one?

MR,  ECK Yes, seocond - seoond reason why | am nat
happy with the cost savings. EPAs inteim repot  showed  that

50 percent of te peope that coud hae wused the Fom A
ddnt  bother. They inenviened  nine. They foud  twothids



of those were oonfused but a tid of tose made a delberate
choice. So, assumng 50 percent gven the opton, nonethe
less, refused te opion, the oot saings may be oer i
flated. So, tey may not be red

Third, and actually Ssupporting the second, because
te Fom A ocomains less information, peope may choose not to
ue it B aod a wost case assumpton. So, peope that are
repoing 10 pounds may not want to be understood to be re
porting 500 pounds.

Ad | trk fayy, poddon o m®eee o @ ay
81 - any combinaion of 81 and 87 to cacuate an amount
fom 500 © a suggested 5000 pounds - | am sony tis is
compcaied I W ty ©O ek it

The amounts from 500 to 5000 pounds are so smal
that tey ae suged t being infuenced by te  inaccuragy
and the enmor So, te pot s yu ae gig t© spend moe
money making sure that number is rnght than you would to make
sure that you had wused a least 25000 pounds of the chemica
or manufacture 25,000 pounds.

So, | quess what | am saing s te oot saings may
not be as descibed because you may spend more tme in te up
font caloution t detemne 500 pounds, 81, 87, o 2000
pounds, 81 ony, jut to make sue yu gat it gt ad
ddnt blov a repotng treshod and to do Fom A when you
shoud have done Fom R

Now, if EPA considered that a the begning, pease
coredt  me

T8 B d

MS. CAN. | am wvwy muh ogposed D te idea o

epandng te treshad for Fom A requrements and in our
satle  adone, in Massachusetts adone, we have snce 1990, re
potng year 1990 has 70  percent redudion in TRl reeases O
the emonment and wihout this  inomaton, | tink  we  woud
be unabe to repot such dasic reducions and such  inacow

MR. FEES: You are advocaing no change?

MS. CAN: Yes, | advocale no change.

MS.  FHEL Wima

MS. SUBRA The Fom A B h nm way a Shdie foor
the Fom R ad f | wet o eey fadly ta hd a Fom A
and assumed 500 pounds, the industry would go absolutely ber
sak Then F yu mse t w © ay hge kel tey ae

A te dzes My aoud tee fdies s a  temen
dous amount of informaion for which tey hawe noting They
have somewhere between zero and 500 o whatever the new limi
5 gohg © be So, | sypot o dage a wd

MS. FEL Sam.

MR. CHAMBERLAIN: | suppot changng Fom A to te
5000 pounds repoting treshod and te reason for  that  being
s ta f you look a te numbes hee, tey ae Ay
sgiicat © te 19 blion pouds o oA wese  repoted
and not ony ta, ff you look a some o the lager compa
nes jut a s e n  sampihg awyss ta  cdodaes
o ther wase seams ocoud equae B tis 27 miion
pounds prety eadly, thet 5 represented by feraly thou



sands of companies reported.
MS. FHEL Okay. Thank  you.
Susie.
MS. FERGUSON: | have concems but | dont have
eough infomation t fomuae an  opnon a this
time. What | am neesed n 5 te o te
making some  decisions. f you Jlook a te repotable quant
tes N Swefud yu fnd ta a bt the
ae h te aake ad ywu rmEpat tem a
pound levels in tems of release. But the

f yu got dosr © an ambent vadue in terms of
what you ae repoting, tis makes a lot more sense to me be
caue | tik tet s te tng | hae head fom our pubic
thet they ae most ineesed NN ad | bk tat in tems  of
ts patclar adyss o een odeing te amount o  toxdc
chemicals.

I thrk n tms o te dauoy podsions,  Sub-
Sanial  maoily o txc cdemcd s 0 what  te gl  language

- ‘meoiy’ O me, & moe ten 50 peroent | am ot sue
whet  ‘sthslanidl  megoiy’ s oher  ten | woud  tanske
o ‘most’” ©n Engish, bt | dont khow what that tandaes

tems of toxic chemical.
They do use te t®©m ‘envionmenta  rdease” |

dnt koow how debeae thet doce 5 f tat s a suno
gae for an ambent release. Bu those ae the fados that
ae o ocooem o ta | wod ke DO bk a n a It
gesier o

MS. FEL Thank  you.

Ed.

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | tink tat o te edent tha
Tabe 2 s accuale and | am sympatheic to  Michaels  concem

wih the doar saings, but ks assume for  dsousson  sake
t s acuae ™wo tihgs kesp ot a& me n tms o
brealqoints. Oe s te rmedave inoonsequend loss o i
fomation under the cument bass gong up to 5000 In oter
wods, f you oget $1 milon woth of saings, but te per
centage  of te pounds o,  boh  under  producion  related
wese, a wa & rmesses B ot gedt

Now, te oher breakpointt it seems to me s any-
where you ook on  the amud saings chat  te  signiicant
difference between the impact on productionelated waste and
on release informeation, agan, jut gong domn te  release
coum, te impad s vy mnor N Ems of  information
beng moved fom Fom R to Fom A o lmted infomaton being
avaicble, but rather subsiantal for procuciorHekted
waste.

t seems © me EPA hass 0 reach a dedson besed on
those two  breakpoints, you kow, between the fit row  and
eveythng ese o beween the second oodumn  and  eveything

ee  because ayhing ese, it seems o me Sats  impinging
on lbss o dia b a rmher lkage et
MS.  FEL I am not sue | copured your second haff

vey wel, bt what | woe s impad of infomation  being



moed fom Fom R to A s insgnificat Ad ten | gat lost
Is tee something ese | shoud add -

MR.  SKERNOLIS: | just wat to summarize is obvious
breakpoints in  te chat Oe s te oament bass, Row 1,
versus  evenything  else. Ad then the  breakpont betveen  pro-

ductiorHelated waste information being lost and release in
formation being lost

n my vew, t s foong EPA © oy look a oer
tan aeas because those breakponts ae knd of a  demarcation
ire  beween what | woud consder © be insgificat  lss o
information and substanial - | mean, it kind of leagps ot a
you when you look a the percentages on  the chat

MR. FEES: Keep n mnd we wee supposed o be look
ng a te oamet bess, which s may jut tat oe maor

MR. SKERNOLIS: Right What | mean by breagpont is
betveen gong fom 12 pecent t© gong to 86 percent I
mean, tat © a goificat kegp for me
MS. FEL Tom and ten Paul
MR, NATAN: | tik ta uder the fad that & B
pat of te Communty Rigt to Know Ad, the coresponding
loss o infomaion on fadiless a  you  oceese te tresh
od fom 500 to 5000 pounds argues aganst making that

change. There woud be to may fadiles for  which there
woud be no numeica @ data
MS. FEL Paul
MR. ORUM: Addressing Option A here and leaving the
ohers for tomomow, | tink we need t remember tis s a
gt t kow pogam, not a reguatory  program. Ths  infor-
maion lss for a gge fdly o a gge demd B a
bg deal f I took a tousand auomobles and dained out

ad te d ks sy tw puds pxr ca ta s 2000
pounds of ol and dumped tat In a creek | woud probably be
aesed ad pt h H

Buu hee we ae tking about a cage nh a gt
knoow law that woud save even over ftwice that amoutt, a coupe
of thousand cars. You woudnt een have to el anybody
where tat goes, jut in terms of  numeica  information.

I tik &t & ey ddgewos ad N g, mae
npuaive, te we o te sasic ta we hae sen  hee
that ocompaes one locd fadiy o a whoe buxch o fadk
tes aound the ocounty and says because a ot of wase is

poduced over here, tis  doesnt  matter. That s fdse rea
soning.

MS. FEL John and ten Grat

‘Committee  Member™: | realy appaud some of the
andyss thet has gone inb Tabe 2 | tink most of te com

ments aound te t@be show that ts s oy poidng a vy
imted sense of the impat of this chage, oy upon EPA it

sf and yor owmn coss We ae cled uon o do oot ben

€ii adyss N may oher aeas as  wel Whe | may nat

echo that seniment, you tuy hae oy gven us a vy Im

ted perspecive on  what these changes  mean.

We do not hae awy ida hee o the impad on fims

| hear fom te peope aound the tbe hee o what ths

might do, but we dont kow the number of fims that ae in
vved, te rumber o fadiles how  ths  afeds ter  oan



record keeping Vis-a\Vis other EPA record keeping requirements
because it seems to me record keepng is much more important
here then reporting.

Ae we ray cagng te inemd accouning and

podudion  montking cgpebiles  tat tey hae o fdd n
ar b be dk b € Do | hae D |t o NM?

ae we realy chagng the fundamentals insde a @ fim?
Second, do we redy koow the impact on  spediic

communities? Lookihng a these Fom Rs, how many communiies
ae  involved? What ae te kinds o oher infomaon they
have in these communies? Ae these communiies that are

predominantly industial, as opposed o agrcultural, as op
posed to, you kow, whe o, bue oda? We realy
dont know what is  happenng in those  neighborhoods.

Thid, we dont kow oher infomaion rEaed D
things such a toddy tat hes gy been  bought  wp
What s the impad on infomaion on  spedic  chemicals, load
ing calculations Visavis other programs, other geographic
aress, e octerg, e osera

These tree ae te does o  infomaion, s,
communites  and chemicals, I dont  think is being addressed.
There are probably dozens and dozens of oter chats and we
ae reay nt seving ousees O ok a a te EPAsS num
bers  here. This progam is not generated based wupon how much
moey 5 Qg b be et Thee B a baddop o a ka o
oher adlyses tat had O g on ut on ts  legsaion

We ae mady not senving ouseves f we oy ook

;
:
7

MS. FEL Okay.  Gat ad ten Daid ad ten we

ae ou o ftme

MR, SMITH: I tik by te vy naue o te name
of the law, it is Communty Rigt to Know, so whatever empha
ss s paced has to be on ocommunty information. Ths int
the nationa gt to kow law f you aggegae the numbers,
then yu W be ak © sy wd ts Bt Mmoot o
that isnt impoper bt it s a commuiy gt t©  know  law
We need to focus on  communty  information.

Secondly, if you start poohHpoohing generation and
st ook a meases you  sat  bwing te  dsindon be
tween  source  reducton, recydng and -  source  reducion  on

the one hand and recding and teament on the other, which
are waste management options.

You begn t eevae recydng and these oher  op
tons to the pont of saing tey ae te same as souce re
duction f you ust st focusig and emphasizing releases,
which seems - some people seem to be heading.

MS. FEL Thank  you.

One more comment we have tme for.

David.

MR. FEES Looking a tat ouret bass, | woud be
amenable o considering the 1,000, possioly 2000 threshald in
so much as because of the range repotng, the vaues that are
paced in 51, whch ocoud be rdeasess can have range codes
anyay. So, a vaue o 500 gig w B a touwad ooud be
identfied  tvough range oodes now so  that tere  wouldnt
maybe necessaly be a  much loss of infomaton in that
range.



MS. FEL The vde - wa yu wat - | g b
n he

MR FES  The uwe o rmage odks ae suh ta a
thousand pound treshdd | dont tik s  sgnficat  on loss
o informaiion.

Agenda  lem: Pubic Comment

MS FEL O We hae hdf an hoor for
comment and we havwe got four peope sgned up. So, you
got about seven  minutes  each.

The fist peson ta we hae s Damon  Doze(?).

MR, DOZER: Wd, acualy, t i Damon and | am
ong t odeer o my coleague.

MS. FEL We hae a ffh peson, so your ftme
st gre down by dout a mhue o o You hae gt dou 5
12 minutes.
for,

pubic
have

MR. BROMBERG: As somebody who has woked on this
wellb moe vyeas tan | want to remember, | guess, | wart

to povide a somewhat different  perspective. We hae sen a

ot of vy usel numbes and | shoud say nght a te out

st

befre | foge, | wes vey peased ad | tik Jm  Lay

may  ssues. Bu | tougt &t was a vay good peee ad t b
the fist tme we hawe been abe to reach a oonsensus document
wih EPA So, we wee a vy peased t hae tha

let me just make a coupe of quick perspectve kind
d pos Roht Yu an do a kb wh numbes You @
ban a oo o dieet tngs What | hae tied © foas
some peope on s wat s redy mpotant, | otk N te
end is not the natonal numbers that you hawe seen, which are
suggestive of  things ke national €0oNomics and national per-
ceage o te dada bu a te fdly ke wa does
mean?

What ae you gong © lam about the fadity by
bddig a a Fom A o a Fom R? The mesn EBEPA dd te Fam
A ogely, ad we haent head peope rdy alidze  te
Fom A a te 500 pounds, the reason they dd that is because
they redized and oher peope redize tha O to 500 pounds of
productiorHelated  waste, tat tat was a  smal enough range,
uess t B a wic demd wih B a dieet  Suaion
a smal enough range that the community would be happy with
that.

Rght now we hawe 70 chemicas that wouldnt be re
poted under Fom A Rght now you hae 02 pecent of the
national information thet is oy reported potentialy under
Fom A Ad we hae odeivey, wel, a last most of us
here, hawe tought tat was a suiabe  stuaton. Why? Be-
cause a te fadlty lkevd, ta Fom A  acudy meant some
thing.

Now  persondly, I wes neer realy saisied  wih
te Fom A | ssd f we ae gg b b e wak wy
" somdody tet t B d meased D te a t 5 d

reased O the waler o it s zeo. Fe pecet o tese
foms, a some peope know, ae zero, acoss the boad, zero
a the way aogoss, 5 pecent o these wondefu  foms.

When you ook a a 5 pecet loss ad some peope



s okay te way i o hae tat sma segment, having tha
information  just for that segment, which happens to  be, su-
pisngy enough, 26 pecet of a te foms That & tha
bg hoe ta | hear peope, you know, hae ooncems about
t 5 a pety smd hoe t 5 26 peeent - | jokdgy
sy, 26 pecent o nohing.

Rgt now you have a hoe when you ae under 25000
pounds  produced. That s a hoe oo You dont hear peope
taking about that t doesnt mean we hae invented te best

tng hee t 5 mt We kow tet We ae dedg wih
ey hee
So, ywu wat D bk a t a a fdy el @ Ae
yu hggy wh O © 50 bag te way t FB? O & e
peope  have  recognzed, just ke the wase treshdds  the  way
you

thet 5 oe way o bodig a t That & yor Opion A tat

Bu lokig a a fdy k& | wat © ue te
example of one of te exampes in Tom Naans Tabe 3.
Again, you know, fakdy, |  wes temby impessed by  knowing

how many facdliies were exduded, how many chemicas  were
excluded. What oy ocouts to me is what s happenng at the
fdy bd

Wel, n tee s oe o ny fawoies, dog ad ca
food, 2047. You koow, tat industy wanted t be eniey out
of TR, which | can understand. They have smal amounts of
megs tat ae nh te dog and ca food They hae D e i
Oay? Thet & what t & for Ad vy smad amous get
o te ar, 20 pounds, 30 pounds, and they ae ready boh
eed by ths whoe Fom A ting and tey wat t© hae mulipe
chemicaks, et cetera,

We, & peoet o ter fadies woudd be  ex
duded. No  kidding. By - yu kow,  yu dage ts o
change that Wel, they ae exduded today, you kow, a 500
pounds,  frankly. So, nohing changes. So, you hae 1 look
a the fadity level and you hae O decde what o me -
mye t 5 &8 D me - B a gk thg Wet o yau wat
fom this facity? Fom A as is an enhanced Fom A wih
e boxes o Fom R? That s the dedson you make

t s not abot how may peogpe ae tis o how may
peope ae tat Ad guess what? | tink you dont need more
daa on tat When you ae makng a fadly levd dedson,
t 5 te fdy kbds numbes wih yu @ n theay,
mde tem o What ae yu by wih? fF t B a 100
pound  productortelated  threshod or a 5 pound, do you
wat t see those rages o ae you hepyy wih te way it is?

f you exude enegy recovmy and reodng, do
want to see those boxes for enegy recovey and  regding or

you



do yu wat t as k5 ut te Fom A? Some peogpe, you  know,
ae happy just with that because tey ting recding and  en
egy recovety s happening someplace ese and there is o
risk.

So, those ae decsions that | thnk you can make
without more data about how many tmes it happens across the
country. The fact that it happens that many tmes acoss the
ooty 5 a redon o te fad ta a lat o peogpe ae
dong te right thing. They have leamed ts lesson They
have done their waste reduction.

The guw in
miion pounds of syene, he
puing n te podut ad he
t Thee & mohihg moe he
We ae hgpy he B dog tat He soid ke n te

| assume | went beyond the seven

MS. FHEL No, you ae a Sx gt now

MR. BROMBERG: Thank  you.

MS. FEL Gedf OHaa

MR  OHARA | dont trk | W ©®e my U sx

mues so | wl lae some moe tme for te oher foks

I am Gedf OHaa wih te Naional Assocaion of
Chemical Distrbutors and I apprecate the opportunty o
speak © the commitee today. I woud ke © wak through
quicy what some of the buden o the nature of the burden
tet or indsty wl face and ten a e bt abou wha
we woud see a  meaningll buden redudion t  our  industy.

NACD is a 330 member ftade association. Our members
hande, using the language fom the Statute, a  sSubstantal
majoity of chemicals through a  distibution. We dont know -

- we cant put a fm number on exady how much, but our mem
bers hande a lage maoity of what mowes trough  distibu-

Our members ae 5169 SIC code fadiiies. So, we
ae one o te new industies that has been added. The nature
o or busness - Bob Ganer s a member o ous ad he de
sabed t a e bt ts monng Esseidy, oo mem
bes buy demcas hnh a quaniy ts bg pit & b quant
s o obes ts sz ad ten A ¢ Te & d
thet heppens a the fadily.

To epad on ta a e bt tey mght ke i
n ts sz, pt it Mo a bendng tark wh aaher cem-
cd ad ten pt t o ter oolEes te  Sze There B
moecuiar  chemical  readion  takng  place. There s no  indn
eaing o bumng o cagng o te cemc isef So,
yu ae glig t a ts s plig t o th Se

ey a, fugie — emissons
ay e fushes for the

ppes o hoses for the tanskers So, te rad buden on our
industy k5 fankdy, te number o TR cdemcas tat o
members hande with the - they buy and sel chemicas. They
ae handing a lage number of - a dverse number of TR
chemcas and then, fankdy, te number of processes  that
mgt heppen o ke pece  a  ther  fedly

Oce agan, f yu ae bwing t - & mght ocome in
h a ak tuk ten go ©b a soage @k ten g © a
bendng tank, then go to a 5 gdon dum t mght come in



Sagt © a 55 gdon dun It
truck a bendng Gk o a fve gt
number of you know, might happen there,
ae srmd You kowv, t B jut te
fom fing one conaner no the next
far as - yu kow ta sot of tks about the
naure of the buden that our members face and the cost You
ki it tme we w be rmpoing So, we dont

buu we tnk &t i gig t© be subsania EPASLppomd

ity  subsequent years. Those were ther  numbers.

Some burden reducion for our industy - and | am
commenng a e bt on te paper ta has been put before
you by EPA SBA and OMB. | think oonceptualy we would sup-
pot most of what s in tat pape, addessng the optons
tet do ot cage  eighily. | dont tirk tHa woud hae
a whoe ot of hep for our membes, but, you know, we oce-
Ny dont hae may obedons to &  wih te exoepion o

D, yu kow, not requing oofficaion  daement a  d I
ik tat tee s a subsniddl amount of  ifomaton  lost
if tose peope wunder te 500 pounds or milion pounds dont
So, we woudnt suppot  that
opion  of chengng  eigblly, oo
o tem and pobaby wih
dferent  pioiles on  dferet  ones. Ogion A o D dag
ing te treshad ether te 500 pounds o the mion
pounds, that would probably be most hepful t©o our members
you know, tere was a ocombinaion of rasng boh of those
thresholds.

o7 B

Ofen tmes, our reases woud be smal, poen
tialy under 500 pounds or a thousand pounds, but the amount
of troughput that we hande these chemicas woud throw us
wel oe a mion pounds So, te ocombnaion o rasig
500 ad te milion woudd be usef

Option B, changng te caegay o wese @ cieng,
that woud have some rea beneft to our membershp and of
those, Option 2, exduding the Quantiies recyced or energy
recovered ofste, tat woud smpy leae oo  membes  wih
ther emissons beng te ar emssons tat ocome out  fom  the
fing process. Ad ta woud dop ter emssos o ter
Weske, thet woud dop that sgniicartly.

We aso, you koow, cefany suppot the ooncept  of
the epanded Fom A you kiow, haing those different  ranges.
But overal te most  helpful buden reducion for our  member-
shp woud be - ad it has come up wih severa membes on
the ocommitee - s not necessarly lookng a change in  the
Fom A bu te actud daa oolecion and what we ae re

you know, spedic gudance alowing us to  use our Ihoughput
numbers, what we buy and what we sel, tat s readly aval
Muidy tat by some ageed fado, emisson  facor,
nt t lose awy informaion tat woud go to  the
ge it a oosevave, you @ know, muipier ad
tee you hae your emissions.



That woud be a whoe Ilot easer and time saving, as
opposed o traddng aety sge transfer of eety diferert
chemical down  the ine.

I kov my e B W Te b tig | wad sy B
st oeeae we ae oe o te nmewy dfeded  industies.

So, whatever changes ae gong to be made by ths commitee
shoud happen for the 1999 repoting for 1998 dala, SO  our

members dont have t lam it one tme and then, you know,
have &t canged ad lan & a ol agan

Thanks.

MS. FEL Hly Bams

MS. EVANS: | hae a saement paper that | woud
ke to everybody. I am g@ihg t be addessng Opion 2 So,
f yu ®©®e a bk a ts oengt ad hopeily, K
abot tis tomomow in  your comment  period.

| hae sx ddes ta | wodd ke D peet ©
you

g for the reood | repeset the  pied auou
boad industy and here ae some examples of our circut
boards. We represent the  companies that ~manufacure  the
boads, a wel as te ocompanies that attach components onto
the boads wih the computer chips.

Ths & a r=dar deedo I wl pass thee aoud,
O yu cn Be a bk a ts Ths & a oduar phore
acualy two  boards  here, auomoble dashboard and my  favor
e a heig ad | fed D g B ae - | meed D =
them a badk but esgpecaly ths one So, ff yu can cow
kte these around.

Speciicaly, | woud ke to addess how Fom A can
be revised o] achiee my favorite buzznords, ‘deaner,’
‘Chegper,;” ‘smat”  resuls. We ae imwved n te CS te

computers and  electonics  secor, and for tose of you i

vwed n a CS tee ae te tree resus tat Cad
Broamer and Vice President Gore have  agreed  achieve  winwin
results.

Again, “Cleaner” meaning encouraging companies to
enggge in achMies tat go u the hazadous  hieachy o
wards source reduction. “Cheaper” resuts, reducing regula-

toy buden and ‘smate” resuts having EPA  foaus s re
souces on the aeas where the | greatest  envionmental  risks

are posed.

Two changes wl achee tese resuls n tems  of
Fom A No. 1, exdudng maeids that ae recyded ower
dams fom Fom A wese treshod caculaions and, 2, san
dad Fom A 1 indude range reporting.

Most opions ocoaned in Sedon 3 o te repot
arent noteworthy, exoept for Subsection D, which wouid elimi-
nee it eniel. We do not supot thet  option But the
opions cotaned in  Secion 3 fal t© encouwage enhanced  ent
vionmental performance.

We woud Ilke to see Fom A wused to encourage compa
nes ©O egae n aMes ta aey ek N ks

wase bheng reased b the  envionment Ths fit  change,
exduding recyced or recaimed materials from the threshod
amount woud do two things for our members. Curenty, the

way you manufacture crcut  boads s you  have  copper dad
bmnae, whch you sdedvey eh O oeae a dout  pa-



tm on te boad

As a resu, there ae lge wese dreams that  ae
mainly composed of  copper. Copper is a highy recydabe ma
ed ad a a ek t has \vae The maoiy o our
members do recycle their copper-containing waste. However,
some of tem do landil them. We wat t get the companies
that landfil the copper-coniaining waste o recyce them.

So, we woud ke o see Fom A uwed © hep pomoe ts ac
tivity.

By exduding the recyced or recaimed materials
fom Fom A we woud reward the companes that cumenty re-
cpde the materials and we woud aso  encourage  companies 1o
engage N regdng te  oopper  wese  producs.

We  acknowedge that making these changes  would
eimnate  some Fom R infomation; however, te loss of that
information can be ofset by induding range information  on
Fom A A bt o or membes do tak te amout o wese
mateids tat ae beng st of s for regdg o0 tey
woud be abe ®© easly chek te number tat woud reflect
the nowese ta s st of sSe

We feel that range repoting s a good compromise
betveen  encouragng companes t© do  the gt ting, which in
our industry 5 recyding this hghy  vauabe meterial ad
aso peseve te pubics gt b know  about  the  materids
thet ae beg roded of  sSe

Ths & an eampe o one of nmy membes and the
first bar represents the amount of copper-containing waste
that & regyded of sie The second bar  repesens  the
amount of copperbeaing waste that s rdeased Mo the ek
ronment. As you can see, they recyde more than 25000 pounds
of ths  coppercontanng mateial and te amount of  copper
beaing wese tat s acdy meased © a POTW?) s ony
121 pounds.

We wat te pwbic © see ts infomaion and reak
ze tat tis ocompany, athough the Fom R cureny does not
make a dsindion betveen te amount tat s recyded and  the
amount that s released, we wat the pubic to  undestand  that
ts s not an emionmenia bad  acor. Ths & a good acor
Ths i a ocompany that s dong the rnght thing. They are
recycing ther weste products.

MS.  FEL Your sSXx mnues s up

MS. EVANS Okay. | hae gt oe bst dde

One of my members says why are residents encouraged
to recyde and companies are not? We a want our neighbor-
hood 1t recyde  newspapers, but  busnesses ae not  encouraged
b reode which 5 a good way to do

Second, te TR treats recyding ad reases e

same  way. Ths s miskeading. t s impotant that te pub
i mdzes ta modg s 0 a  beer gion  then
brding ts meieel
evonmental 18k, That shoud be mleted n te TR
Tt B i
MS. FEL John  Huber.
MR.  HUBER: Just to sat te pooess | represent
5171 category, which are petroleum marketing fadiiies. As

we wee one o te ket ewants o te TRl pogam,  wih



the rease of owr caegay, te Presdent and  Vice | Presdernt
indicated tat tis pogam woud sSat a a buden  reducion
effort A least tha s what we head ad tat s wha the
Vice Prescent sad

Now, te lst tme | had a meeing wth Fed Hansen,
he indicated that tis goup was unable D move bMﬁM one of

shoud be made in tme for the Jduy 1t 199 fing dae, <0
that you can capure the new entrats into te  progam

I woud be wvay  dsgponted f tat doesnt oo
Now, we have looked a Fom A a a reavey easy way o do
ing buden redudion for our industy. Now, desabing  what

or industy 5, what | repesert, ae  peope who ae  soage
fadiiies and repackagers of petroleum products, ie, gaso-
ire ad desd fue Esseniay, tey udettke te same
pocess you do when you fl up your ca in the moming

You tke fuel out of the undemground tank You put
t n te gas tk ad tee ae some fugive emissons that

rest N tat transadion We ke t o o a hbg tuk

pt t h a dSoage fdy ad ten kB 1 acdhe so-
age whde, a smder tuk, wih it a te same tme Fugr
tve emissons ooau, obviously, n thet fransaction. There
ae, oObhioudy, sragt - pety much a sagt e e

onship betveen te emissons and te amount of voume @ that
goes through there.

A the 500 poud levd of Fom A | guessimae that
te at pot for us © ue ta b 17 mion @os a
those  fadiiies. Anvbody  throughputting more than 17 mi-
fon woud pobaby defat on Fom R Anvbody  less  tan 17
miion woud be Mo te Fom A caegoy.

Now, what & 17 mion gaons? t seems ke a
ot © some peope Ooviousy, for te bg companes it
isnt An average gasoine Station is throughpuiting 100000

glons o gasdne a month o 12 miion gdons a year
So, | an kg aout esedy a kbge gesoine sa@on N

Now, moving tat up o a tree gasdine Saion or
for gosoine saion mode, s ta a lge lss o da ©

the  community? | dont thnk so. I mean, | thnk most peope

M dosr D g@gasOine daions tan © a bk handng f&

dy ta | am desabig So, | dot trk ta te ype

of daa tat woud be lost fom our industy woud be conse
guential.

I mean, i peope in the ocommunty want to know



tey need t©o go fater tan ther gaage
o ter oomer  gesdne  daion So, |
dont know where a whde ot of infomaion woud lost as D
people not  understanding  where gasoine is foning  through a
communty because tat s a chemca ta | represent

So, we do thnk that a Fom A expanson, now, look-
g a ta 17 mion ot pot - a | sad ta 5 an
aerage, a sSmalsized fadiy. f we wee t© moe it u by
a bor o 2 a fdr o 3 o ptgs a Bdr o 10 B be
ing dscussed in te EPAOMB/ISBA paper, we woud basicaly be
e © dode tpe waeer te fador s  ad  coviowsl,
dop ot a It o tese smd fdies pety  quddy

Now, the probem wth te ot pont a 500 pounds is
that i troughput vaies much, peope ae gong t© be movg
betveen Fom A and Fom R, pehaps, on a yealy or biyealy

bass, just dependng on  how ter busness s dong

f we wee o mowe ta u t 2000 pounds o 5000
pounds, we woud pobaby be ade O put it out of range
where the smaler peope woud aways be in Fom A and the
bger peope woud say in te Fom R which | tink s  what
EPAs oved nent S 9] cpue  te e fadiies.
Ths woud be an esy ad naud way t moe some o those
sal fdiess o a rmawd sl mepoig e o cat
egory.

Bu Wt ®© rwieae, we d thrk tat anyhing
that s done shoud be done quicy. | kow yu ae lodking
a a ot o buden redudion Sraeges, bt © knd o nat
move through those  expediiously, so tat peope hae 1t move
though a repotng  peiod  twice, we dont  fnd it acoepiabe
a Oesidbe

MS.  FEL Jn  Laiy.

MR LATY: | am Jn lay fom OMB | domt tirk

I need a  microphone.

lt¢ me W sy a wad # o a abou ths
process from OMB's perspective. Many of you may aready know
ths, but under the Papewok Redudion A, ay tme te Fed
eral Govenment  colects  infomation fom  the pubic o re
quires peope to - the pubic to provde infomation to  some
body ese, thee ae a bunch of requrements that ae  tipped
the act Among those are that the agency has to  ensure
te infomation being ooleced hes pracical Uty
agency has t esimae te buden of colecing tat i
formaion and te agency has to ty and ensue that that
agency - that infomation s coleted and provided n a  way
thet minmizes the burden consisent  with the statutory goals
o ta udehig posson o nomaion N e i
place.

Eg

OMB has a me in tis dsaue o rmvew tose de
teminaions - OMB has a responshity t© review those de
terminations and ulimately approve or disapprove the collec-
fon o infomaion.

The TRI pogram is nothing more than one lage ook
kedon o  nfomation. SO, we ae wy iheesed n s
pocess ad we ae vy ineresed in te  issues  sumounding
boh te vaue of infomaion t© communiies and the buden of
the inmomaion on tose who hae o  poide it

The Form A progam was something that has been de-



voped oer te bt e o sSx yeas a an efot o ba

ance those competing concems and presenve information, whie
reducng  burden. Hovever, | have head very cofiing com-
ments fom peope aound tis table as t wheter or not  the
Fom A pogam acualy does reay reduce  buden  signifi

caty o nat Ad spediicaly, | tirnk Dae - axd | am

sory she ket but Kiszina - made vey stong —Satements

b te efed ta rmaly te buden B Ived N et

ing ad ta tee b wy e smg a

yu ooredy, i you kow, wich fom you
think

thet | woud ke eenpody aoud te tbe
to undestand tat tee ae some very  seious  discussions
gong on withn te Federal Govemment rnght now about the
Fom A pogan ad what dedon t & gog © @ As |
thnk EPA mentioned, there was a tempoary appova gwven  for
the Fom A ts sing in odr to adlow it t ootue to be
wed ts yer whe ts poess s g fowad

| woud ask peope tomomow, and | am gong O ty
ad be hee tomoow - | hadnt oignaly panned to, but in
your comments  and paticulaly  those  peope who  represent i
dstes tet hae © 1 ts ok | wodd be vy e
esed in your pespetive on what kids of saings te Fom A
poogam  does o doesnt eal because, fanky, i may i+
dstes fed tet ey tee & Mt a bbb o samgs her
ten that ocetany woud be a fador that woud be weghed in
tyiig t deade the fuue o te pogam

So, pariculaly  those people who have commented
sogy tat tee s Nt a k&t o sags hee | wonder
- | woud hope tat you foks and some o te oher foks
aound te tabe tomomow coud eaborate on whether  you @ think
thee ae rad sags hee, what tey ae o  you thik
tee aent red saings hee, we woud ke ©  hear ta
too.

MS. PRCE We wWl besk w nw ad dsat a 830
tomorow and we wl ty ad tak as soon a we get hee o
momow moming, about how we ae gong to break up the tme
tomomow moming between the Fom A and the other burden re-
duction dsoussons.

Whereupon, a 454 pm, te meeting was  recessed,
to recoovenre a 830 am, te  folowing moming, Thursday,
May 28,  1998]



